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TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 25, 2003 


( 9:36 A.M.) 


(Mr. Halyk not present) 


THE COMMISSIONER: 


Good morning. My Lor 


THE COMMISSIONER: 


Aren't we missing some parties? 


THE COMMISSIONER: 


Mr. Halyk is in another court. 


So he's aware that we're going to 


start without him. 


THE COMMISSIONER: 


Are you ready, Mr. Curtis? 


MR. CURTIS: Yes, thank you. My Lord. 

KEITH DOUGLAS JARVIS, previously sworn, testifies: 


CURTIS, examining 


Morning, Mr. Jarvis. 
Good morning, sir. 


As you're likely aware, I'm Greg Curtis, I'm 
assisting Mr. Worme to represent the family at 


this proceeding. I'm given to understand, I think 
it's fairly clear, that you — your career at 


Saskatoon Police Service is 


essentially you retired in 1993; is that 
That's correct, sir. 


That's correct. And you moved to Burnaby in 1993? 


ing there ever since? 
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A Yes. 

Q And what have you been doing out there? 

A Didn't do anything for the first six months. Then 

my wife decided that she wanted to go back to work 
and she took over the managing of a 25-storey high 
rise, the a strata Building, and I assist her in 
that. 

Q Okay. And did that carry on to the present day, 
or — 

A Yes. 

Q So, and what would you as — what do you call 
yourself, assistant manager? 

A We're the resident managers, sir. 

Q So that involves maintenance and taking calls — 

A No, it's not a maintenance contract. It's 

strictly looking after the day-to-day dealing with 
tradespeople for repairs that need to be done 
within the building, and so forth. 

Q Okay. So would that -- I mean it's my 

understanding that the ROMP contacted you in the 
year 2000 with their — saying that the matter was 
under investigation and they were conducting an 
investigation and they contacted you, actually, on 
several occasions in 2000? 

A Yes, sir. 
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by Mr. Curtis 

Q And there was some contact in 2003, and certainly 
the interview with Mr. Martell in 2003? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q So would you say that there was anything about 

what you were doing in Burnaby from the year 2002- 
2003 that would have in any way prevented you from 
reviewing notes or investigating or trying to 
remember things? 

A I'm not sure if I understand your question there, 
sir. 

Q Well I'm just — I guess, bottom line, were you so 
busy with your work out in Burnaby for three years 
since the time that the RCMP contacted you with 
information about the investigation, that you were 
really unable to review any notes that you may 
have been provided with, or review any reports 
that you may have been provided with? 

A I looked through them, sir, and then I put them 
away. There was no indication when or if an 
inquiry was going to be called. There was no 
decision made in 2000. It wasn't until 2003 that 
I learned that an inquiry had been called. 

Q Yeah. When did you first learn of that? 

A I believe it was prior to Mr. Martell coming to 
see me. I'm not sure, sir, when exactly it was. 
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Q Mr. Martell came to see you just on the one 
occasion? 

A Yes. 

Q We're talking August? 

A Yes. 

Q And this inquiry would have been struck several 

months earlier than that? 

A That is my understanding, yes, sir. 

Q So are you saying you had no awareness of the 

inquiry up until August of 2003? 

A Not to my knowledge that I can recall, sir. I 
believe I received correspondence from the 
Saskatoon Police Service indicating that an 
inquiry had been called and that a representative 
from the Commission counsel would be contacting me 
and to extend my cooperation to him. 

Q Okay. It's been raised here, I think briefly, and 

on a couple of occasions, your investigation of 
the H matter, do you recall that? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now that is an investigation, I believe, 

that ran three months, three-plus months? 

A I believe so, yes. 

Q Okay. And I mean, if you're not sure we can 

certainly provide you with your notes if you'd 


25 
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care to review them? 

A No, I think that was an approximate time, yes. 

Q And I gather from some of the evidence before this 
Commission right now that that was quite an 
extensive investigation? 

A It was an involved investigation, sir, because an 
individual's livelihood was at stake, and in any 
investigation like that where allegations are made 
of sexual assaults, I think extra care must be 
taken to ensure that that individual's position, 
if you will, within his own family, within his 
employment and within society in general is not 
jeopardized by something that could be false 
accusations, as this turned out to be. 

Q Right. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Curtis, hasn't this been 

covered already? 

MR. CURTIS: Well, I think it's been raised but 

I'm — 

THE COMMISSIONER: I thought it was raised by Mr. 

Worme, as a matter of fact, or dealt with by him. 

MR. CURTIS: Well, I don't know — 

THE COMMISSIONER: I understood your questions were 

going to be directed towards the inquiries of the 
RCMP and Mr. Martell's inquiries. 
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by Mr. Curtis 

MR. CURTIS: Well, I apologize if I gave the 

impression I was just going to limit myself to 
examining the statements. I'm mindful of the 
fact. My Lord, what you're trying to avoid here. 

I certainly — and I can show you my notes from 
yesterday, I wrote two things down that — two 
references, two questions that Mr. Worme asked. I 
don't have a sheet of questions that Mr. Worme 
asked, and then I'm going to say, well, I'm going 
to this area and I'm going to follow it up. I 
mean there are areas that certainly Mr. Worme 
touched on generally that bear specific questions 
that certainly he could have asked, I suppose, 
except for we had already cleared that this was a 
proper procedure to do it. I have no intention of 
elongating anything here by — 

THE COMMISSIONER: Let me make this clear. I, I 

suppose, reluctantly agreed that you could 
bifurcate the cross-examination. 

MR. CURTIS: Right. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But that was not an invitation for 

you to return and revisit the same questions in 
more detail. With all due respect, Mr. Worme 
should have asked whatever questions were 
necessary on the areas that he wanted to canvass. 


25 
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If you and he have agreed to separate the cross- 
examination so you deal with other areas, so be 
it. But, with respect, I don't think — well, not 
I don't think — you are not able now to go back 
and revisit what he's already talked about. He 
should have asked him more precise questions in 
the first place if he thought he needed more 
precise answers. So I am respectfully suggesting 
to you that you should be confining yourself to 
areas that haven't been covered already, even in 
general terms. 

MR. CURTIS: Well, I — that presents quite a 

difficulty. I mean I understand your concerns 
about bifurcating this area, but I mean Mr. Worme 
and I did set out fairly delineated areas that we 
were going to cover and how we were going to cover 
them. When this matter was raised yesterday there 
was no objection and at that time I don't believe 
there was any limitation put on it until the end 
of the day. I mean, I understand that you're not 
limiting Mr. Worme from following up on areas that 
were raised by Mr. Rossmann or Mr. Hesje. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But that's not the same situation. 

When counsel agree that they're going to split or 
divide the cross-examination, the expectation is 
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by Mr. Curtis 

and the practice is that each will deal with 
separate issues. They may be related, but you are 
not entitled to a second kick at the cat, if I may 
put it that way. 

MR. CURTIS: No, and we certainly didn't intend 

that. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well X don't know how critical this 

is to your case, but if you need to I can adjourn 
for five minutes and you can discuss this with Mr. 
Worme and decide what you're going to do. But 
with all due respect, I thought he covered a 
number of areas in great detail yesterday. So I 
think you need to make a decision as to what areas 
now you think need to be explored that haven't 
been explored already. And I suggest we take, 
what, five or ten minutes and the two of you can 
discuss this and decide what you want to do. And 
I think you should discuss this so that you're 
clear as to where you're going, and we're all 
clear as to where you're going. I don't know what 
counsel have to say about this, but am I missing 
something here? Doesn't this seem perfectly 
obvious that — so we'll take 10 minutes and that 
will give you a chance to chat, the two of you. 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED FROM 9:47 A.M. TO 10:06 A.M.) 
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1 THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Curtis? 

2 MR. CURTIS: Yes, thank you for that 

3 opportunity. My Lord, I think we've got things 

4 sorted out so that I should be able to avoid — 

5 THE COMMISSIONER: Duplication? 

6 MR. CURTIS: — areas previously covered. 

7 THE COMMISSIONER: You should proceed. 

8 MR. CURTIS: Thank you. 

9 Q I guess generally, Mr. Jarvis, it would be safe to 

10 say, and correct me if I'm wrong, but there is 

11 quite often investigations that you would be on 

12 that would cover several months, several weeks, 

13 involve anything from statement analysis to 

14 polygraph evidence to rounding up several 

15 witnesses. I mean there are many and varied 

16 investigations that you would have encountered 

17 through the course of your career. 

18 A There probably has been, sir. I don't recall any 

19 offhand, but — 

20 Q No, but just as a general statement? 

21 A That's always a possibility in police work, yes. 

22 Q And more than likely you have been involved in 

23 several investigations that were fairly intensive? 

24 A I don't recall anything specific offhand, but I 

25 have no doubt that I was, yes. 
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Q Now can I have your agreement that Neil 

Stonechild's death was suspicious or unusual? 

A In the sense — 

Q Well — 

A — that he was found in the north end of the city, 
sir, and frozen? 

Q Yeah, that a frozen body was found in a field. 

A Not necessarily, sir. I've had the same or 
similar occurrences in the past. 

Q Oh, you can recall those? When were those? 

A I'm not sure what year they were in, sir, but 

there was two that I can recall. 

Q Two over the course of the 27 years? 

A Two others that I can recall, yes. 

Q So is it because you had — you found three frozen 
bodies in a field over the course of your 27-year 
career make either one of those usual or non- 
suspicious? 

A I wouldn't say suspicious or unusual, it wasn't a 
common practice to find people frozen. 

Q Well, okay, let's stick with that, then. It 

wasn't a common — a common practice for people to 
be freezing themselves to death out in fields in 
the city? 

A This was two other cases that I was sent to. 
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4872 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Curtis 

Q Yeah. 

A That's all. 

Q Okay. And you agree that this Commission is 

struck for the purposes of investigating the death 
and also the circumstances surrounding the death 
of Neil Stonechild; is that your understanding — 

A Yes, that's — 

Q — of why we're here? 

A — what I understand. 

Q Okay. And so there's a lot of questions getting 

raised here? 

A Yes. 

Q And we have paperwork, bushels of it on that table 
over there. 

A Yes. 

Q Involving this matter here. And you would agree 
that part and parcel of what's raising a lot of 
questions here is how the death was investigated? 

A Yes. 

Q And you will agree that this investigation, 

essentially, was commenced on November 29th, 2000 
and terminated on December 5th, 2000? [sic] 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And that, essentially, it lasted — you 

were on holidays for four of those days? 
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A Yes. 

Q Now I can't recall if this has come up in evidence 
here from anybody, but do you — are you aware of 
the number of hours that you would have spent on 
this file? 

A No, sir. 

Q We could probably calculate that from your notes? 

A Probably, yes. 

Q And you've looked at your notes? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q So should we take your best guess, are we looking 

at five hours, six hours, eight hours, or do you 
want to go through your notes? 

A I don't know how long it would have been, sir, 
from the time that I got the file that evening, 
the next day, another day, it would probably have 
been — we were working 12-hour shifts; at a rough 
guess could have been somewhere around 30 hours. 

Q Thirty hours? 

A Or thereabouts. I don't know. 

Q We're looking at a half-day on the 29th, you're at 

work -- like you're at work, the file was opened 
around, what, 4 o'clock, 5 o'clock in the 
afternoon, so you have — and you just got on at 
3:00 so you're working 3:00 to 3:00? 
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A Yes. 

Q Your notes, as I recall them, don't indicate that 
you worked on it for the full shift? 

A I'm sorry, sir, I couldn't hear you. 

Q It doesn't appear that you worked on the file for 

your full shift on the 29th? 

A Not until I received the file, no, sir. When I 
got the file. 

Q Well, I mean, I don't want to take the 

Commission's time here, doing the math here to 
figure this out, but you — you got it late in the 
afternoon, you got the file late in the afternoon 
of the 29th? 

A Yes. 

Q You worked a full day on the 30th? 

A Yes. 

Q You took four days off? 

A Yes. 

Q The file was closed at roughly 4 o'clock on 

December 5th. 

A Okay. 

Q Okay. I don't even know if there's -- I'm not 

really good at math -- I don't even know if 
there's 30 hours in there. 

A There probably — it could be less, sir. 
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Q It could be less. Well — 

THE COMMISSIONER: Would it be fair to say between 20 

and 30 hours? 

WITNESS: I would say that's reasonable. My 

Lord. 
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Q MR. CURTIS: Well let's assume that we've got 20 

or 30 hours for the moment, then. And 
essentially, I think you'll agree that the file 
was closed before you had really followed up all 
the leads, you hadn't talked to some of the people 
that you thought you should be talking to? 

A If you're referring to the Ps, sir, attempts were 
made to locate the Ps and they couldn't be 
located. The allegations that were made in 
regards to the Ps could not be proven. As I 
testified before, in regards to the medical 
evidence that was supplied from the coroner, from 
the pathologist and everyone else that attended, 
there was no signs of violence to the deceased to 
indicate that he'd been beaten up, if that's what 
you're referring to. 

Q Well yeah, I guess I'm referring to that. We are 
talking about a death here; right? 

A That's correct. Yes. 

Q Okay. We're talking about two-and-a-half working 
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by Mr. Curtis 

days, maximum, that you were attending to the file 
and maybe 20 hours, maybe not 20 hours? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. You obviously, I mean, you were pursuing 

GP, Eddie Rushton, there's a reference to Gary 
Horse in your notes, doesn't look like you talked 
to him, those are at least three people. You 
perhaps made two attempts to talk to any of these 
people and then you closed the file? 

A I wouldn't say it was two attempts, sir. I tried 
on different occasions — there's two notations in 
my notes if I recall correctly, of trying to 
locate Mr. P and Mr. Rushton. 

Q Right. 

A That doesn't necessarily mean that that's the only 
times that I attempted to locate those 
individuals. I think, as I indicated to Mr. Worme 
yesterday, there may have been other times when I 
went by the residences trying to locate these 
individuals and there was no one around. 

Q Right. In the course of your two-and-a-half days 

that you were actually working on this file? 

A Yes. 

Q So, I mean, if you drove by 20 times or 30 times 
in two-and-a-half days, is that justification in 
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your mind to stop the investigation? 

A I requested the file to be concluded, sir, based 
on the information that I had at the time. 

Q Yes. 

A That's why the file was requested to be concluded 
at that time, there was nothing to support 
anything of foul play, there was nothing to 
support the allegations against the Ps. 

Q Well, the idea of foul play is kind of interesting 

FOX: I'm speaking for myself, I'm not 

sure how the rest of the group feels, or the rest 
of the counsel feels. But the witness was 
questioned pretty extensively yesterday about the 
time that he put into the investigation, how it 
compared to the sexual assault investigation, the 
efforts he made to locate Mr. P, when he tried to 
locate Mr. P, the notes were gone through from 
page 1 through to the end, what they represented 
and so on. This is anything but a new area of 
examination and it's by the same witness. I think 
we all understand the basic rule of dividing up 
cross-examination and this is infringing on that 
rule dramatically. So I, for myself, am objecting 
to, sort of, this procedure being carried out in 
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this way. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But I think, whether the answer is 

satisfactory to you or not, Mr. Curtis, that 
there's a more fundamental issue here. Rightly or 
wrongly Mr. Jarvis has said, as I understand his 
evidence: I did attempt to get hold of P, I don't 
know precisely how many times I tried, but I 
failed in that enterprise. But I didn't pursue 
the matter because from the information I had from 
the coroner and from the autopsy and what was 
reported to me, and my own preliminary inquiries, 
this was not a suspicious death. So I understand 
you to be saying, Mr. Jarvis, that you didn't feel 
an obligation to make 20 trips to find P, given 
what you were told and what you understood to be 
the prevailing circumstances; is that a fair 
statement? 

WITNESS: Yes, it is. My Lord. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I mean, he's answered; whether 

you're comfortable with the answer or not, Mr. 
Curtis, and that will lie ahead with respect to 
argument, you can certainly address the question 
as to whether he was realistic in what he said. 

But with all due respect, he has repeatedly given 
the reasons why he didn't try harder, if I can put 
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by Mr. Curtis 

it that way. 

MR. CURTIS: Okay. 

THE COMMISSIONER: So aside from your — and with all 

due respect, there's a more fundamental question 
here as far as I'm concerned. He's answered the 
question, it may not be a very happy one for you 
or for him, but there it is. 

MR. CURTIS: Thank you. My Lord, and actually, I 

think I'm ended with that particular area of 
questioning. 

Q The idea of foul play, though, the concept of foul 
play, I mean, as a general proposition for you, 
what does that entail? 

A That death was caused from other than natural 

causes, or non-suspicious deaths; foul play would 
be a suspicious death. 

Q Okay. And what are some examples of foul play 
that you can come up with off the top of your 
head? 

A I think it's pretty straight forward, sir, if 
you've got a knife stuck between your shoulder 
blades that would be a suspicious death and 
obviously foul play. 

Q That's one example. 

A You know, multiple gunshot wounds and so forth. 
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Q That's one example, certainly. 

A Yes. 

Q Yeah. And as you've suggested, certainly a severe 
beating or like abrasions on the body. 

A Exactly, yes. 

Q Well what about a person being picked up when 

they're so totally inebriated they can hardly walk 
and drop them off in the middle of a field, would 
you call that foul play? 

A I had no evidence to support that, sir. 

Q No, just answer the question. Would you call that 
foul play, I mean if somebody is taken out there 
and dropped off with the specific purpose of 
leaving them to die — 

A Yes. 

Q — would you call that foul play? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. There's really no obvious signs of that 
kind of foul play, are there? 

A No. 

Q No marks on the body, you know, maybe the odd shoe 
missing or something like that, but I mean there's 
really nothing — nothing obvious about it? 

A No. 

Q But it is an example of foul play? 


25 
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A Yes. 

Q Okay. And that didn't occur to you in 1990? 

A No, it did not, sir. 

Q If you can come up with it now as an example of 

foul play, why wouldn't you back then? 

A I didn't feel foul play was an issue there, sir. 

As in the other two frozen individuals, there was 
no signs of violence with them, either, but I 
didn't suspect foul play there. 

Q Right. No obvious signs of foul play? 

A No. 

Q The key word being "obvious," I guess. 

A Yes. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But your answer is more fundamental 

than that, isn't it, Mr. Jarvis, you're saying 
with respect to the other two instances and this 
one there were no signs of foul play, not obvious 
signs but you're saying — 

WITNESS: No, in none of the three. My Lord. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Right. Be clear about that, Mr. 

Curtis, he's not guardedly agreeing with you there 
was some evidence of it. Rightly or wrongly, 
whatever his assessment was, be clear in what he's 
saying, he's saying there was no sign. 


25 
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I understand that 
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THE COMMISSIONER: I'm not saying I adopt that or I 

don't adopt that, but I'm just pointing out to you 
that that's Mr. Jarvis's response as I understand 
it. 

MR. CURTIS: Right. 

Q Well to be clear, then, I guess it's safe to say 
that he just concluded there was no foul play; 
right? One way or the other, whether it was 
obvious or not obvious; is that fair? 

A That was the information I was given, sir. 

Q What do you mean, the information you were given? 

A Well from the reports from the other officers that 
attended, from the coroner, from the pathologist. 

Q Okay. And from the results of your own phone 
calls and — 

A My own inquiries, yes. 

Q — personal attendances and taking statements? 

A Yes. 

Q So it's not just third parties giving you 

information, you are doing your own investigation, 
is that right, and coming to the conclusions? 

A Correct. And I indicated yesterday, you have to 

rely on the other personnel that are involved in 
the investigation, and the other professions, to 
provide you with that information. 
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Q Okay. Now it, I guess, came to the attention of 
the Commission, to the best of my knowledge in 
October of 2003, that you were recanting, if 
that's a good word, or you're suggesting that 
certain statements made during the course of 
interviews with the ROMP and Mr. Martell were 
statements that you made but they were actually 
made in error and they were a result of a 
confusion on your part as a result of certain 
suggestions and/or prompting by the ROMP and/or 
Mr. Martell, is that fair? 

(Mr. Halyk present) 

A Yes, sir. I believe I referred to that yesterday, 
also. 

Q Now when did you first realize that these 

statements were made in error or were made as a 
result of a confusion? 

A After I had had the opportunity to sit down — 
first of all, after having sought legal 
representation in October and having the 
opportunity to sit down and go through my notes 
and the file thoroughly. 

Q Okay. So this came to your mind after you 
consulted with legal counsel? 

A After I had the opportunity to go through my notes 
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and the reports, sir, in detail. 

Q Well, when didn't you before August, 2003 have the 
opportunity to go through your notes and the 
report? 

A During the majority of the interviews with the 

RCMP . 

Q Well prior to that, I mean we're talking like 

almost a three-year time span here when you were 
given your notes on October 11, 2000 — when were 
you provided Mr. Louttit's report which is P-61, 
sir? 

A I'm not sure, sir. 

Q Well I'm going to suggest to you that it was in 
March of 2003. 

A It may very well have been, sir. 

Q It was well in advance of August, 2003? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. So, again, when did you not have the 

opportunity prior to August, 2003, given we've got 
March, April, May, June, July, August, even with 
my bad math I count at least five months in there 
where you had the opportunity to go through this, 
you knew the Martell interview was coming up — 

A I'm not sure when I was advised of the Martell 

interview, sir. I filed the report along with my 
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notes in my file drawer at home. 

Q Okay. But at any rate, I mean when do you think 
you were given — you've talked to the RCMP on 
several occasions, you're given your notes, you're 
given your report, what do you think you were 
given those for, to put in your memoirs? 

A To review, and I went through it briefly, I didn't 
sit there — 

Q You went through it briefly? 

A I didn't sit there and constantly read the report 
or try to analyze it. No one knew whether an 
inquiry was going to be called, I believe, when I 
was given those notes. I was advised by the RCMP 
there was going to be one of three things, a court 
case, an inquiry or an inquest, I believe — I'm 
not sure — there was three things that were 
mentioned. 

Q Yeah. 

A And no one really knew. 

Q No, but those were three pretty good reasons to 
review your notes, eh? You didn't know for sure 
there was going to be an inquiry, but there could 
have been, and there could have been criminal 
charges and there could have been civil 
litigation. 
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A Yes. I didn't take the time, sir, to sit there 
and go through my notes. 

Q Exactly. You did not — 

A I didn't feel it was necessary at that time. 

Q Given the fact that there was these three options 
coming at you, you're telling me now that you 
didn't review your notes because you didn't know 
the inquiry was coming up? 

A I did review them — 

Q You were told in 2000 there was three 

possibilities one of which was those, and then 
suddenly in March of 2003 you're provided a 
report. You should, I would imagine, have had in 
your mind that these three possibilities were 
still there and there must be some reason you were 
getting this report. 

A I was also advised that they felt that nothing may 
come of this. 

Q Okay, well there's the fourth option. So you 
decided to choose the fourth option, yeah, you 
know, that's pretty convenient, nothing's going to 
come of it so I don't have to read my notes. 

A I chose not to review my notes and the file, sir, 
until such time as I was notified that I was going 
to be called to the inquiry. 
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1 Q And that was prior to August, 2003? 

2 A I wasn't notified that I was going to be called, I 

3 don't believe, until sometime in September -- 

4 Q Oh. Okay. 

5 A — of 2003 when I received a package from Mr. 

6 Hesje. 

7 Q So you just chose prior to your interview with Mr. 

8 Martell just not to thoroughly review your notes 

9 or P-61, which is the report that was provided by 

10 Mr. Louttit? 

11 A Yes, I guess that could be it, sir. 

12 Q You made that conscious decision? 

13 A Yes. 

14 Q Okay. 

15 THE COMMISSIONER: Are you leaving this area now? 

16 Because I have a question but I don't want to 

17 interfere with your other questions. 

18 MR. CURTIS: You certainly jump right in. My 

19 Lord, I can carry on. 

20 THE COMMISSIONER: Did you receive a copy of the 

21 transcript that Martell prepared from the 

22 interview? 

23 WITNESS: Not until recently. My Lord, I 

24 believe it was. 


25 THE COMMISSIONER: 


When did you receive 
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1 WITNESS: Insofar as the statement that he 

2 took? 

3 THE COMMISSIONER: Well the transcript of your 

4 interview with Martell, when was that given to 

5 you? 

6 WITNESS: I'm not sure. My Lord, it was just 

7 recently. 
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THE COMMISSIONER: 

mean? 


Within the last few weeks, you 


WITNESS: 

Q 


A 


Q 


A 


Yes . 

MR. CURTIS: So do you not think it might have 

been prudent -- I mean we're talking about a death 
here, we're talking about three possibilities, you 
know: criminal charges, coroner's inquest, yada 
yada. You had all this material, in the spring of 
2003 you're told that Mr. Martell wants to have 
another talk with you, might it not have been 
prudent just to review your notes and the file 
just so you could provide some fully informed 
answers? 

No, sir. It would have been prudent, I suppose. 

I didn't. I chose not to review it. 

Just not that interested? 

It wasn't a question of not being interested, I 
already had had several interviews with the RCMP. 
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I failed to see what further information I could 
provide to Mr. Martell than what I'd already 
given. 

Q If you were interested you'd think you'd probably 
have a look at those documents just to see what 
all the fuss was about. 

A I chose not to, sir. I didn't look at the 
documents, that's — 

Q Well I put it — 

A — the best answer I can give you. 

Q Okay. I'll put it to you that one of the 

possibilities, then, that you didn't do that was 
because you were not interested? 

A Not that I wasn't interested, sir, at all. You're 
trying to infer that and I disagree. 

Q All right. You didn't have any other good reason 
to not look at those notes, like you weren't 
trying to hide something or you didn't want to 
know something because you needed to cover 
something up or anything like that? 

A As I made it very clear, sir, from the onset with 
the RCMP and anyone that contacted me regarding 
this inquiry, I would do whatever I could to 
assist. 

Q M' hm. 
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A And refresh — or try to recall in my memory what 
the events were that took place. 

Q All right. Now you don't recall, I believe, and 
I'm not trying to put words in your mouth, you 
don't recall when you first realized that these 
statements were made in error or as a result of 
your confusion, but it obviously was after you 
spoke with legal counsel? 

A And after I'd reviewed the reports and the files. 

Q Okay, and then after you reviewed the reports and 
the files. So at some point in time, then, in 
October, not having had reference to Mr. Martell's 
transcript, which you said you were just provided 
recently — 

A I believe it was in September, sir, that — 

Q Mr. Martell's transcript? 

A — I got a package from Mr. Hesje. 

Q Okay. And so what came first, I mean your review 

of the reports and the transcripts or going to see 
legal counsel, or the police — 

A I had the reports first. 

Q Yeah, but I mean what came first, actually sitting 
down and reviewing them, now, finally, you're 
going to the lawyer and having them suggest that 
you should, I don't want to go into the substance 
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of — 

A I had gone through the reports prior to speaking 
with legal counsel. 

Q Oh. 

A And reviewing my notes and reviewing the file, and 
the implication that was mentioned in Martell's 
statement — 

Q Yeah. 

A It didn't add up. 

Q Didn't add up. You went, "Oh, my God"? 

A You're referring to, I believe, the remarks that 

were allegedly made by Jason Roy, if I'm correct. 
And as I indicated to Mr. Hesje at the meeting 
that we had in his office, had that been made 
aware to me it would have been in my notes at the 
time, it would have been in the report, and then 
Mr. Roy's statement. It wasn't there so I was not 
aware of it in 1990 at all; it never happened. 

Q Okay. And that is exactly what I'm referring to, 
certainly. 

A Okay. 

Q I'm going to ask about (inaudible). So that's 
what I'm suggesting to you, though, is like 
sometime after August, or in September you decided 
that, well, gee, it might be time to sit down and 
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read through this material, and then all of a 
sudden you went, "Oh, my God, look at what I've 
done here." Is that basically it? 

A I'm not sure if that's basically it or not, sir. 

Q I'm just trying to get at, like, how did this 

actually — 

A I realize that, sir, and I don't have an answer 
for you. 

Q You don't have an answer. Well this is, I mean 
we're not talking about 13 years ago now, we're 
talking about the — in the last five or six 
months. Are you saying you're not able to recall 
the chain of events that led up to this? 

A I'm saying I reviewed my notes, sir, I reviewed 
the file — 

Q M' hm. 

A — and realized that what was said to Mr. Martell 
was said in error. And as such, needed to be 
rectified. 

Q Okay. 

A And it was. 

Q What actually -- I'm sorry — what actually 

prompted you to sit down and read this? 

A There was an inquiry coming up, I knew I was going 
to be called as a witness. 
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1 Q Oh, okay. The fact that there was an 

2 investigation coming up, or an interrogation, 

3 whatever you want to call it, just wasn't 

4 sufficient to prompt you to review either your 

5 notes or the Louttit file which -- I'll describe 

6 it as that. 

7 A I had already done that with, I believe. Officers 

8 Warner and Lyons, sir. 

9 Q Well you'd gone through your notes? 

10 A Yes. 

11 Q I don't think you had the Louttit file by then. 

12 A I'm not sure when I got the Louttit file. 

13 Q Well I think we've got some agreement here that it 

14 was sometime -- I think you've agreed sometime 

15 around March, 2003 or, at least, well in advance 

16 of Mr. Martell's interview. 

17 A Okay. 

18 MR. CURTIS: Does somebody actually know the 

19 date? 

20 MR. STEVENSON: I think that was in May, 2001 

21 (inaudible) record will show (inaudible) was sent. 

22 That's what I'm told by the ROMP. 

23 MR. CURTIS: P-61? 

24 THE COMMISSIONER: That is, sent to Mr. Jarvis; is 

25 that what you're saying? 
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CURTIS: Okay, thank you for — for that. 

Q So for a very long time, then. May 2001. That's 
two-and-a-half years before the Martell interview 
you — 

A Yes. 

Q You had that report. Any idea -- I know you've 

referred in evidence here to having reviewed both 
of those, any idea how many times you would have 
reviewed them before August, 2003? 

A No, sir. 

Q Now this compendium of RCMP materials that was 

provided to you yesterday. Now I've handed to 
you, excuse me, Mr. Jarvis, a bundle of documents 
there that has a little sticky on it called 
"Compilation," I believe that was provided to the 
Commission yesterday by Mr. Plaxton who called it 
a compendium but — 

A Yes. 

Q — essentially it's the RCMP statements. Now I 

take it that we are agreed, if we turn to — I'm 
hoping it's on the first page there, it says "Task 
802" in the middle of the page, and we have 
2000.03.03 being March 3rd, 2000? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q It starts off, "Constable Warner spoke by phone"? 
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A Yes. 

Q Okay. We do have at that point in time an 

indication in the third entry, "The name of Neil 
Stonechild meant absolutely nothing to him." 

A Yes. 

Q Is that — is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now I guess, first of all, correct me if 

I'm wrong, but you were in the Youth Division for 
a period of time — 

A Yes. 

Q — in the Saskatoon Police Service. And that 

would be, I'm given to understand, between 1980 
and 1986? 

A I don't recall the dates exactly, sir, but I was 
in youth, yes. 

Q Okay. And would it have been in the '80s, can you 
recall that? 

A I don't know, sir, offhand. I would have to — 
you'd have to look at my tombstone, I guess. 

Q Okay. Well, we can do that. 

A I'm not sure if it's on it either, but it may or 

may not be. 

Q Well I'm not sure if it's on your tombstone 
either, I'm just looking at — 
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A Based — if I might help you, sir — based on when 

I was promoted to corporal, which I believe would 

have been somewhere in 1979-1980, so at that point 
I believe I was transferred into Youth. 

Q Okay. 

A It was a corporal's position at that time. 

Q Okay. Now we're dealing with the time, then, if 

it was '80 to '86, that's, you know, four and five 
years prior to 1990, the name Neil Stonechild 
never — 

A I have no recollection of having any dealings with 
Mr. Stonechild prior to his death. 

Q Okay. Now in the October 12, 2000 interview with 
the Constables Warner and Lyons, I believe -- I 
have page-numbered mine, I don't think those are 
page-numbered. 

A No. 

Q But what I call page 8 — if you don't mind 

counting through there — at the top of the page 
Corporal Warner is saying, "Okay. Is there any 
indication..." 

A Right. 

Q You've found that? 

A Yes. 

Q Now as I read through that, you say, "But I met 
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him actually at 1121 Avenue P South." You're 
referring to Jason Roy. "Is that a place you 
indicated was his residence or..." Your answer, 
"No, I had (unintelligible) 516 I South ah...but I 
think at the time Jason Roy and the...the whole 
crew that he was kinda hangin' around with seemed 
to..." Who were you referring to as "the whole 
crew"? 

A I'm not sure, sir, who I was referring to at that 
point. His associates, I can only think of. It 
was a bad choice of words, obviously. 

Q Well why is that obvious? I mean it could be. 

A Well it seems to be a big concern to you, sir. I 

don't know. 

Q Well it's the — yeah, you're mentioning the whole 
crew, I'm assuming that you're expressing some 
kind of familiarity with a group of people who 
we've had referred to as a bunch of hooligans in 
the west end of the city here that run in a pack, 
kinda. 

A No, I'm not referring to hooligans at all, sir. 

I'm probably referring to associates of Mr. Roy. 

Q M' hm. 

A Now who they were, I don't know, I couldn't tell 
you now, I probably couldn't tell them back in 
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2000 . 

Q Okay. Well, and I'll get to this a bit later too, 
but you do say in the Martell interview that you 
recognize that Jason and Neil Stonechild were 
friends. 

A That was indicated by Mr. Roy. They were 

associating together on the evening that he went 
missing. 

Q Okay. That was — okay, you don't know how good 
of friends, then? 

A No, I don't sir. I assumed they were friends 
because they were travelling across the city 
visiting other associates on or around the 24th of 
November, 1990. 

Q Okay. Now I have provided to you here Exhibit P- 
106, which is your notes from July 17, '90 to 7-9- 

90. On page 11 of that particular document, this 
is a page starting Friday, August 10th, 1990; is 
that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q And at the bottom, close to the bottom you have an 
occurrence number and you have the name GP, and 
you have the name Eddie Rushton there. 

A Sorry, in this one, sir, I don't have page 11. 

Q Well it's hard to see page 11, it's on the 
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opposite side of page 10 that it should be and the 
lettering is a little obscured by the writing. 

A Okay, yeah. I have it. 

MS. KNOX: It maybe page 9 (inaudible). 

Q MR. CURTIS: Okay. I've actually got page 11, 

just sort of at 1 o'clock from the words "Eddie 
Rushton." 

A Yes, I have it. 

Q Okay. So you agree that you have in August of 
1990 a reference to GP and Eddie Rushton? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And we've had some indication here today — and I 
hope you can agree with this — that certainly 
Eddie Rushton and GP have been connected with Neil 
Stonechild? 

A Yes. 

Q So you're sure when you're saying in October of 

2000, you're referring to the whole crew, and here 
you've got well prior to Neil Stonechild's 
untimely demise, in August of 2000 you've got a 
reference to GP and Eddie Rushton, you've got some 
familiarity with this crew, in August of 1990? 

A I didn't know that at the time, sir. 

Q Didn't know what? 
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10th. 

Q But this inability to recall these things, it's 
striking me as so terribly convenient here right 
now. I mean, is this — you're saying in October 
12th, 2000, you're referring to the whole crew, 
you've got — I mean you've got a reference in 
August of 1990 to people that associated with 
Jason Roy and Neil Stonechild. And now you're 
coming here today saying, even after all of this 
prompting that you're claiming by the RCMP, you're 
coming here today and saying you just can't recall 
there being a crew, you can't recall there being 
this group of people that hung out together. 

A I'm not sure if I'm referring to — when I say 

crew, sir, I already said it was a bad choice of 
words, possibly by me, maybe I'm -- 

Q Well it could turn out to be. 

A -- I don't know if I was referring to the names 

that were provided by the people that were 
interviewed at the time when I was trying to find 
associates of Neil Stonechild. 

Q But in August, 1990 you're making reference to the 
crew or members of the crew, GP, Eddie Rushton. 
Suffice it to say you just can't recall, in spite 
of what's on paper here right now? 
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A You're referring to August — 

Q It's in your notes — 

A -- August the 10th? 

Q Well, August, 1990, yeah. Well prior to any 

prompting by the RCMP, I mean, obviously you're 
dealing with these people. 

A That's correct. And then you're saying in 2003 I 
was referring to the whole crew — or 2000? 

Q October, 2000; right. 

A Yes. 

Q Yeah. 

A Okay. 

Q And then you're saying when the RCMP first contact 
you, you have no recollection of Neil Stonechild's 
name. 

A No, I — 

Q I'm just trying — 

A — didn't. 

Q — to confirm that. Okay. Fair enough. I've 

provided you a — what's been marked as Exhibit 
here P-111, which is the August 11, 2003 interview 
between yourself and Mr. Martell. 

A Yes. 

Q Is that what you have before you? Now I wonder if 
I could have you turn to page 72 of that? Now at 
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the bottom of that page you were asked a question: 
"You told me earlier that you —- you would — you 
remembered a name here earlier that — going back 
to '89 or '90?" "M'hm," was your answer, "Because 
it stuck with me, that file. Stonechild stuck 
with me, the name, because I remember it. And a 
lot of the conversation that we had stuck with me, 
with Jason Roy, and the drinking and so on, I did 
recall things." Is that fair? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. So what exactly are you saying there? 

A That some portions of this investigation did stick 

with me. 

Q Including the name Stonechild for some reason, 

which is kind of directly at odds with your 
previous — 

A Once I had been prompted in some respect, or 

helped to refresh my memory, if you will, or jog 
my memory, yes. 

Q Right. So you will agree that prompting is 

helpful, I guess. 

A Yes. 

Q I mean it does what it's supposed to as — 

A Sometimes. 

Q -- far as fleshing out your circumstances and 


25 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 


4903 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Curtis 

helping your memory. Okay. So all you're saying 
here, then, is that once your memory started to 
get refreshed that the name Stonechild did 
eventually ring a bell for you? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. When did that bell go off, do you know? 

A No, I don't know. 

Q Well, you were interviewed several times by the 

ROMP. Should we go through all of the statements 
and see if that would help — 

A Bits and — 

Q -- refresh your memory? 

A — pieces came as a result of the phone 

conversations with the ROMP, with the meetings at 
my residence. 

Q M' hm. 

A Little bits and pieces did come back, yes. 

Q Okay. Well now, what I will call -- I might be 
overstating, but it's kind of the culminating 
interview on October 12th, 2000 which we just 
looked at there which is the taped interview with 
you. Would you say that that's — 

A You're referring to the one with the ROMP now? 

Q Yes. 


25 


Okay. 
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Q That that likely would have — if your memory 
wasn't twigged by then it certainly would have 
been twigged by October 12th, 2000? 

A Yes. 

Q And in October 12th of 2000 you are referring to 
the "crew"? 

A I guess so, if it's in the statement, sir. 

Q Yes. And in your notes of August, 1990 you are 
referring to Eddie Rushton and GP, people that 
hung around with Jason Roy? 

A That was a separate incident in August of 1990. 

Q Yeah. 

A I believe. Yes. 

Q But your reference to the "crew" in October 12th, 
2000, I mean you're not referring to any other 
crew, are you? 

A I don't believe I was, no, sir. 

Q Now if you can just keep the Martell interview in 
front of you if you don't mind, I'm going to start 
to go through that in some detail. Now on page 2 
of that document you are talking about various 
techniques and you make reference to the fact that 
you've used polygraphs successfully; is that 
correct? 

A Yes. 
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Q Okay. And that you have training in statement 
analysis and interview techniques? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now how did you — in Neil's case how did 
you put to use statement analysis and interview 
techniques? 

A I don't believe I used interviewing techniques at 
all, sir. I used standard procedure as far as 
speaking with a witness and having them write our 
the witness statement in their own handwriting. 

Q Oh. So you didn't employ interview techniques, 

you just had a pure version statement taken and — 

A From Mr. Roy and from Mr. Ewart, yes. 

Q Okay, and that was it? 

A Yes. 

Q Page 29 — no, no, I'm sorry, page 29 is out of my 
field here today. If you could just go to page 44 
to 45, you, at the bottom of the page and at the 
top of page 45, you indicate that you were — you 
attended the morgue with Sergeant Morton for the 
purposes of identification of the body? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q So you weren't there for any other purpose than 
for — 
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by Mr. Curtis 

Q — identification? Okay. And you -- you were, as 
a sergeant you were a boss, basically, weren't 
you, you had people that you could direct around? 

A No, sir. 

Q No? 

A Not in Morality, we were all of equal rank. 

Q All of equal rank? 

A Yes. 

Q Corporals and — 

A No, we were all sergeants in Morality, with a 
staff sergeant in charge and the plainclothes 
inspector. 

Q Right. Could you not call on uniformed officers 

to perform functions for you, go check this out, 
go check that out? 

A You could ask, yes. 

Q Okay. So — 

A You could request it from the uniform staff 

sergeant or from Communications if they had 
personnel available that they could free up. 

Q Right. So you call it a request but I mean, I'm 
assuming if I'm a constable and a sergeant in 
Morality makes a request of me I'm not going to 
say, "Well (unintelligible) no," I mean it — 

A Yes, you can. 
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Q Oh, you can? 

A Very much so. You don't have the time, you're not 
available, you're too preoccupied, it's not 
uncommon. 

Q Okay, so if you have a good reason, then, of 
course, you could defer that? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. But I mean the fact is you had opportunity 
to, if you were coming up empty in a certain area, 
you didn't have enough time to deal with a certain 
aspect of investigation, you could delegate some 
of those aspects or, actually, I think even 
reassign certain tasks; is that correct? 

A You could ask, or make a request, sir. It wasn't 
within my authority, if you will, to designate or 
reassign it myself. 

Q Not in your authority to reassign? 

A No. 

Q Oh. Well I wonder if I could get you to refer to 
your notes, P-106, I believe we're looking at page 
8. Do you have page 8 there? 

A Page 8, yes. 

Q Okay, at the bottom, 9:55, occurrence number 

62086/90. You've got, "C/N called, no answer. 
Called at work. Reassign to Constable" — 
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something, something -- "A Platoon." 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Okay. What are — what are you doing there? 

A That was a file, what the file was about I have no 
idea, sir. 

Q No, what — I don't need — 

A Obviously — 

Q — to know about the file I just need to know 

about the mechanics of what you're actually 
notating there, what function is — what's going 
on there? 

A It was obviously a file that should have been sent 
back — should have gone to patrol in the first 
place, I would assume, just reading this, that I 
requested it go back to the Uniform Division. 

Q You're — well, first of all, you've got no 

recollection of what it's about and now you're 
absolutely sure that it's a file that needed to 
get reassigned to uniform. 

A I'm saying that's probably what it was, sir, I'm 
not saying that's what it was. 

Q Oh, probably what it was. 

A It probably was a file that — 

Q But basically you don't know? 

A No, I don't know. 
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Q You have no recall of that? 

A It wasn't uncommon for files to get assigned to 
one section or another when they should have 
actually gone to a different section. 

Q Okay. What does that notation say there, then, 
"C/N called"? 

A Complainant named, C/N is complainant named, was 
called, no answer, called at work. And then 
reassign to Constable Ball, A Platoon. 

Q Okay. You're not calling the officer to say come 
and get this, you're not calling the officer to 
say, you know, this is going to get reassigned to 
you. You're making a call to a complainant? 

A Yes. 

Q As part of an investigation? 

A As part of that file, yes, sir. 

Q Okay. Coming up empty? 

A I don't know what happened. 

Q Well, there's no answer. I mean we're just 
looking at these six lines here. 

A There was no answer, then I called at work. 

Whether I got a response there or not -- I would 
assume there probably wasn't because there's 
nothing in the notes. 

Q Yeah, that would be the assumption, wouldn't it? 
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A Yes. 

Q And then you reassigned it? 

A It was requested to go back to Uniform, yes. 

Q Okay. Well, it says "reassigned." 

A Yes. 

Q I mean I'm just going plain English here. 

A M' hm. 

Q You did tell me earlier here that you couldn't 
reassign or you didn't reassign, or you didn't 
reassign tasks or you couldn't delegate, or 
something there you were just, you know, the one 
man — 

A I think we have a play on words here, sir, as to 
what's in the notes. The notes say "reassigned," 

I make a request to have it reassigned back to the 
Uniform Division. Obviously, it went back to 
Uniform Division, or at least, I can assume that 
it did. 

Q Well yeah, let's not — 

A It's a request that is made. It doesn't mean to 
say that it actually went there. The uniform 
staff sergeant can send it back to me and say, no, 
we're not taking it, you look after it. Whatever 
the case may be. 

Q Yeah. And it could have been the whole file or it 
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could have been just the task of the telephone 
call, we're — 

A (Inaudible) 

Q — coming up empty here, I haven't got time for 

this, you make the calls. 

A No. I have no idea what it was, sir, but — 

Q It could be that? 

A It could be, but I -- 

Q Okay, well then why — 

A — don't know. 

Q — are you telling me here now you didn't reassign 
or you couldn't reassign tasks, or you couldn't 
delegate like that. 

A I don't have the authority to specifically assign 

it myself. 

Q You just did. 

A I can request -- I could request a file be 

reassigned, sir, that's what I'm trying to tell 

you. 

Q You just did here, there's no notation — it 
doesn't look like something you'd have to ask 
permission for. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Doesn't the notation speak for 

itself? 

Q MR. CURTIS: A reassignment was done? 
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A A reassignment was done, sir; who authorized the 
reassignment, I don't know, I would assume it 
would be the staff sergeant in charge of the file, 
not me. 

Q So reassignment was — 

A I request the file to be reassigned. Like I 

request a file to be concluded. I don't have the 
final say in it. 

Q Well, you know, I would like to conclude that the 
notation speaks for itself but you keep coming up 
with all these possibilities and probabilities and 
permutations and combinations. There is there a 
plain entry that you reassigned a task to a 
plainclothes — I mean a uniformed officer. 

A Okay. We'll agree on that, sir, yes. 

Q And that is contrary, you will agree, to what you 

told me before, that you cannot reassign tasks? 

A I can request them to be reassigned, yes. 

Q Okay. Page 48 of the Martell interview, I think 

there's a reference there to a minor cut on the 
nose of Neil Stonechild. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And now is that something you would have 

seen while you were in the — at the autopsy? 

A I don't -- I wasn't at the autopsy, sir. 
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by Mr. Curtis 

Q I mean, or at the — when you went to do — 

A I don't recall seeing it at the hospital. I 

believe that came from the information in the 
police reports. 

Q Okay. So you don't recall seeing it when you did 
the ident, then? 

A No, I actually didn't even get very close to the 
deceased. The ident officer was the one taking 
the prints. 

Q M'hm. But when you went over there that was your 
file, right, when you're doing the identification 
you're the investigating officer? 

A Yes. 

Q But you didn't — you didn't want to look at the 
body? 

A I had no cause to, sir. 

Q Okay. Just on the next page, page 49, I mean we 

certainly have been here before, but you are here 
quite adamant about your sending some kinda 
notation to Hartwig and Senger either by personal 
attendance or by memo. Now is this an area of the 
interview where, again, there is confusion, that 
you had thought transplant here, or is that just 
with respect — 

THE COMMISSIONER: This area has been canvassed. This 



4914 


Exam K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Curtis 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


area has been canvassed by Mr. Worme. 

MR. CURTIS: I know it has. My Lord, I’m just 

trying to — in the statement itself, in the 
Martell statement there is a very — I just want 
to make clear that this is an area in the Martell 
statement where we are not dealing with this 
confusion that has come up here. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I can interpret the Martell 

statement. You should move on to your next 
question. 

Q MR. CURTIS: This may have been canvassed — I 

don't think — yesterday by Mr. Worme. But if we 
go to page 53, about three-quarters of the way 
down we have reference to your answer: "It was 
basically done as to who we could get a hold of at 
the time," and the answer down one more is, "I 
think, we" — now, you were — 

A Again, bad choice of words on my part, sir. 

Q Oh. 

A I did not have a partner. There was no one else 
working with me. 

Q Well, not a partner, per se, but I mean are — are 
you saying that you — like you had no contact, no 
— with other officers, that there was nobody else 
doing anything for you it was just — 
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A No, there wasn't, sir. 

Q — just yourself? 

A That's correct. 

Q Okay. 

A I think the "we" may actually refer to as the 

police department as in we, the police department. 

Q Okay. Now, there as well on this page, the 

question was, "Okay. Is there some reason I'm 
curious as to why you would go to Shannon" -- this 
is two-thirds of the way down — "who had unknown 
information as opposed to Jason Roy who was 
indicated — it's indicated by the mother of Neil 
that he was with him, why wouldn't you go directly 
to Jason Roy?" "It was basically" -- your answer 
was, "It was basically done as to who we could get 
a hold of at the time." 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q Okay. So you're talking about within the time 

like this two and a half days that you were 
investigating? 

A No, from when I got the file and started 
investigating, sir. 

Q That's what I mean. 

A Inquiries were made as to throughout the 
investigation, yes. 
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by Mr. Curtis 

Q Yes. So you're talking about this two and a half 
days, like, you know, 29 th , 30 th , and December 5 th . 

A Whoever we could get a hold of during that time — 

Q Yeah. 

A — on a first come first serve basis, if you will. 

Q Okay. So basically on a first come first serve 

basis, if you don't make it to the window before 

— or the counter before the window is closed then 

— then you're done. 

A No. If you're available, if I can try to contact 
someone, if they're available and I am successful 
in contacting them then I would go see them. 

Q Right. 

A If not I would go to the next individual that I 
could get a hold of -- 

Q Okay. 

A — and then return back to the first one until I 

contacted them. 

Q All right. Page 55 of Mr. Martell's interview 

with you. Okay, I'm -- I'm sorry, I'm a bit ahead 
of myself here. Well, let's -- let's work with 
page 55. You have, about a quarter of the way up, 
your answer to a question, and I — you can put 
this in context for me if you think it's 
important, I -- I don't, but you say, "No, and I'm 
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— don't believe that came in the statement. I 
think that came during general conversation, and 
maybe I neglected to put it in the statement but 
—" And that is a reference to, of course, this 
business about Jason Roy in the — in the back of 
the police car, right? 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q Okay. But I'm kind of looking that -- I mean at 
that as a — as an admission by you that you, on 
occasion, did neglect to put things in statements 
or in your notes. 

A No, I didn't, sir. 

Q Sorry? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q You didn't what? 

A Neglect to put things in the statement. 

Q Well, you're — you're saying here that maybe you 
neglected as it being a possibility, so — 

A I believe this is the area where we're talking 

about the confusion that was arisen as a result of 
the prompting from the RCMP in the earlier months. 

Q Certainly that — certainly that's — that's the 
area that we're talking about but — 

A Yeah. 

Q — essentially you — you are admitting that, I 



1 

2 

3 A 

4 Q 

5 A 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 Q 

11 
12 

13 A 

14 Q 

15 

16 

17 

18 A 

19 Q 

20 MR. FOX: 

21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


4918 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Curtis 

mean, given all the confusion that you might have 
neglected to put something in the statement — 

Yes, that's — 

— as, you know, that may happen, could happen? 

I may have neglected. If in looking at that 
question, sir, again maybe I didn't ask the 
question as there was a warrant out that would 
have been included in the statement. I don't 
know. 

Well, your — your statement there is not maybe I 
didn't ask the question, maybe I neglected to put 
it in the statement. 

Okay. That's what it says. 

Okay. So are — are you able to agree right now 
that that is certainly a possibility throughout 
the 27 year -- 27-and-a-half-year career that 
occasionally you would neglect to make entries? 

No, sir, that's not my practice. 

Well, I know it's not your practice, but — 

I hesitate. Maybe the statement 
speaks for itself, but again there's a difficulty 
with reading — putting half a question and half 
an answer to the witness. This — the page 55 
begins about halfway through, "Were you aware of 
the fact that Jason at the time —" 


sorry. 


'Were 
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you aware of the fact that Jason, at that time 
Jason Roy was picked up — checked by the police?" 
"I don't believe so." That's what the answer was 
given. The next question is, "You weren't aware 
that — in reference to a warrant that was out for 
him?" Answer, "No, and I'm — don't believe that 
came in the statement. I don't [sic] think that 
came during general conversation, and maybe I 
neglected to put that in the statement." 

What is being clearly referred to 
is the knowledge that there was a warrant out for 
the arrest of Jason Roy, not that he had been 
checked by the police, and that reading has the — 
the answer, and it's given, and that's now been 
converted to saying, well, you didn't — you 
didn't put in your notes perhaps that you were 
aware he was checked by the police. That's not — 
not what's being discussed. 

In fairness to the witness, if 
you're going to cross-examine him on a statement, 
you have to read the statement to him, give the 
witness the opportunity to review the statement 
and any other portion of the statement that's 
relevant to it, and then ask the question. And 
this procedure of half a question and half an 
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by Mr. Curtis 

answer being to the — to the witness is incorrect 
and it's misleading. 

Q MR. CURTIS: I think as a general proposition 

Mr. Fox is certainly right, but I mean we did have 

Mr. Jarvis agree that the context of what we were 

talking about was Jason Roy in the back of the 
police cruiser. So I wasn't trying to trip him up 
in any way, but just those words in and of 
themselves, as I was suggesting to Mr.. Jarvis, 
appear to be some admission that, you know, you're 
capable of making mistakes basically. 

A Everyone's capable of making mistakes. 

Q Okay. The next page, please, page 56, and we are 

carrying on here, and if you wish you can 
thoroughly review page 55 and page 56. I'm 
interested in the — the fourth answer, "Because 
he was ... actually quite happy about it." 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q Okay. So — and, you know, maybe for the record 
we should read all of this in but I think we do 
know what we're talking about here as you are, on 
page 55 and 56, reciting to — to some degree the 
— what you, I guess, thought at that point in 
time was a recollection of Neil — or of Jason 
saying Neil was in the back of the S.P.S. cruiser. 
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by Mr. Curtis 

A This is the confusion area, sir. 

Q Yeah, the confusion area. Okay. And but your -- 
your question goes like - like this, the top of 
page 56 answer, "Yes. Jason and Neil, apparently, 
when they left Snowberry Downs, had their 
disagreement, went their separate ways according 
to Jason." "Right." "Jason indicated, I believe, 
that he was on Confederation Drive walking when 
the police car pulled up and approached him 
basically and did a check on him." "All right." 
"He indicated that first of all he gave a false 
name." "Right." "Because he was quite, actually 
quite happy about it —" "Right." the fact 

that he'd deceived the police, because there was a 
warrant out for his arrest —" "Right." for 

being unlawfully at large. He also indicated that 
Neil was in the back seat of the patrol car at 
that time." Is that -- have I summarized — or 
read — 

A That's what you've just read, yes. 

Q -- read that correctly? Well, I suppose I mean 
there is some — some possibility that if you're 
alleging this kind of confusion and mind 
transplant or whatever you want to call it that, 
you know, the business about Mr. Stonechild being 
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in the back of the cruiser, according to Mr. Roy, 
is — is a possibility. What kind of interests me 
is the — is the context in which you are — are 
reciting what appears to be an independent memory 
about Mr. Roy being quite happy about deceiving 
the police. 

A As I indicated before, sir, it was a comment made 
in error — 

Q M' hm. 

A — as a result of the interviews that were held 
back in 2000. 

Q Okay. Well now, how would -- how would this 

observation of you that Mr. Roy was — was quite 
happy about having deceived the police by giving 
the false name be a product of that confusion? I 
mean, you are suggesting here that the confusion 
is because of prompting all the way along — 

A Yes. 

Q — somehow and — and things got all tangled up. 

A And had this information been made aware of and 
made notice to me — 

Q M' hm. 

A — back in '90 — 

Q M' hm. 

A — not less than 48 hours after Mr. Stonechild was 
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1 found and the statement was taken from Jason Roy, 

2 it would have been in his statement. 

3 Q Right. 

4 A It would have been in my notes and it would have 

5 been in the report. 

6 Q Right. 

7 A And it wasn't there. 

8 Q Okay. I'm sorry, that which was in the statement? 

9 A This information, had it been factual, would have 

10 been in the report and in Mr. Roy's statement back 

11 in 1990 — or, yeah, 1990 when — when he was 

12 interviewed by me. 

13 Q Well, sorry, I'm just losing track of a bit of 

14 paperwork here. 

15 MS. KNOX: Might be an appropriate time for a 

16 break. 

17 THE COMMISSIONER: We'll — we'll take 15 minutes. 

18 MR. CURTIS: Okay. 

19 THE COMMISSIONER: I'd also like to speak to 

20 commission counsel. 

21 (PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 11:11 A.M. & RECONVENED AT 11:37 

22 A.M.) 

23 THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Curtis. 

24 Q MR. CURTIS: Okay. Thank you. My Lord. Mr. 

25 Jarvis, if — if you'll recall, we were on page 56 
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by Mr. Curtis 

of the Martell interview and there was a reference 
there roughly in the middle of the page that — 
where you're referring to Jason and you're saying 
because he was quite actually happy about the fact 

that he deceived the police because there was 

actually a warrant out for his arrest. Is that 
fair what's there? 

A That's the area that was covered there. 

Q Okay. And I believe your explanation for why that 

is in this particular report here, why that — 
that recall, if you will, of that, just that 
particular fact is in this interview is because 
that was part of the factual information that was 
presented to you by the RCMP, is that correct? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Okay. Now, I -- I've had the opportunity to 

review Jason Roy's statement, and obviously, and 
perhaps you can recall this, there's nothing in 
Mr. Roy's statement that says, "Oh, yeah, and 
guess what, I got stopped by the cops and gave 
them a false name and I'm tickled about it." 

A That's correct. 

Q There's no — there's no reference in his 

statement at all to being stopped by the police. 
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is there? 
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by Mr. Curtis 

A No. 

Q Okay. So you are — you are suggesting then that 
the fact that Jason was happy about deceiving the 
police is something the RCMP would have prompted 
you on. 

A That's what I'm suggesting, sir, is that was part 
of the scenarios that were put forward to me. 

Q Right. Well, to — to the best of your knowledge, 
in 1990 did — did any of the RCMP officers that 
interviewed you interview Jason Roy in 1990? 

A I have no idea, sir. 

Q Okay. They weren't there, I suppose, when Jason 
gave you his statement. 

A No. 

Q Okay. But you are saying that specifically the 

RCMP must have told you that Jason was quite happy 
about giving this false statement. 

A That would be part and parcel of the scenarios 
that were put forward to me, yes, sir. 

Q Okay. And — and you have no idea like how would 
they know that he was — he was happy about it? 

A I have no idea, sir, unless they had already 

interviewed him before they came to interview me. 

I don't know what their steps had been to that 
time. 
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Q Okay. Well, if I was to suggest to you that as 

part of the, you know, pertinent, relative — or, 
I'm sorry, relevant information given to you by 
the RCMP, certainly the — the fact that he was 
happy about it may or may not be relevant, is that 
fair? 

A I suppose that's fair, yes. 

Q And what they're — what they're doing, rather 

than giving you information on factual events, in 
this particular situation there they're giving you 
an emotional response. Is that — 

A I don't know whether it an emotional response or 
what it was, sir. It was an attempt to help 
refresh my memory. 

Q Yeah, no, I'm -- I'm just saying that what the 

information they gave you that Jason was happy is 
an emotional response, right? 

A I guess you could call it that, yes. 

Q Okay. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But can he answer that question? 

THE WITNESS: I — I don't know if he was happy 

or — 


THE COMMISSIONER: 
THE WITNESS: 

THE COMMISSIONER: 


How can he say that it was — 

— what kind of a response it was. 
Your — your question suggests that 
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by Mr. Curtis 

the RCMP, according to Mr. Jarvis, created this 
information. But how can he say what was in the 
minds of the RCMP, why they would have provided 
this to him, as he says they did? 

MR. CURTIS: Well actually, my question is just, 

strictly speaking, the information that they're — 
they're giving to him "actually quite happy" is a 
description of an emotional response. That's — 
that's all I'm asking him like yes or no. It's 
far and away different than somebody assaulted 
somebody as a factual piece of information. This 
is, strictly speaking, a reference to Mr. Roy's 
emotional response, that's all. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But it — it speaks for itself. I 

-- I think I understand the meaning of the word 
"happy". 

Q MR. CURTIS: Okay. Well, that's — that's fair 

enough. And so you were — you were quite certain 
then that this happiness of Mr. Roy is not an 
independent memory of yours? 

A Yes, I was. 

Q Okay. So and you're — you're quite satisfied 

that in these two pages that we've just read here 
in this reference to Jason Roy's reference to Mr. 
Stonechild being in the back of the S.P.S. cruiser 
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by Mr. Curtis 

that there is absolutely no independent memory in 
there whatsoever? 

A No, sir. Had — had it been, it would have been, 
as I indicated before, it would have been in the 
notes, in his statement, in the report. 

Q Okay. Now, for 27 and a half years you were a 
professional police officer? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Is that right? And you — you've had, despite 
what you said early yesterday morning, you have 
had training? 

A Yes. 

Q And — and some might even say fairly extensive 
training? 

A There are courses that are offered throughout an 
individual's career, yes, sir. 

Q Yeah. 

A I was talking yesterday when I think in what 

you're referring to was the initial training that 
was given when a member first joined the police 
force in 1966 — 

Q M' hm. 

A — and the extent of the training that was 

afforded to new members at that time — 

Q Okay. 


25 
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A — compared to what is offered today. 

Q Okay. Okay. But, I mean, you have availed 

yourself of various training throughout the course 
of your career? 

A When I've been assigned to attend those courses, 
yes, sir. 

Q Yeah, yeah. Okay. Now and you have — or you 
were promoted — 

A Yes, sir. 

Q — during the course of your career? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. So generally — generally speaking, you are 

a fairly — or can you — can you agree that you 
were a competent, efficient police officer? 

A Are we referring to promotion here or — 

Q Well, I mean, just in general. I mean, I'm 

assuming that — like, you weren't married to the 
chief's daughter? 

A No. 

Q You didn't have some sort of connection that way 
that would have, you know how -- how these 
promotions can work in situations — 

A To the best — 

Q -- family compact, you — there was nothing like 
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that. 
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by Mr. Curtis 

A No. 

Q Okay. So would it be fair to say then that the 

fact that you were promoted just in and of itself 
is a fairly good indication of your competency as 
a police officer? 

A I was able to meet the requirements for the 
promotion board, yes. 

Q Yeah. Okay. And — and does that reflect on your 

competency or is there something else at work 
there? 

A X suppose you could say that, yes. 

Q Yeah? Okay. Well, then — then we come to — to 

the aftermath of August, 2003 and, as a competent, 
trained police officer, you are saying that this 
whole scenario with Jason Roy saying Neil was in 
the back of a police car was somehow, like I don't 
even know the words to use. I hate to use the 
word "thought implant" because that sounds like 
science fiction, but basically that's what you're 
saying, isn't it? 

A What I was saying, sir, and I've said it several 

times, that the suggestions or scenarios that were 
put forward in the effort to help refresh my 
memory created the confusion. 

Q M' hm. 


25 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


4931 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Curtis 

A And that's what I -- I've testified to that 

several times I believe during examination-in- 
chief and in the last two days. 

Q M'hm. Okay. So despite all your — your training 
and — and apparent competency, this confusion 
just arose. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now, on page 60 of the Martell interview, 
the — the second question essentially in that 
paragraph the — the last let's say three lines, 
if I'm not mistaken, Mr. Martell is referring to 
Mr. Roy's statement and he's saying, "And the 
other question of relevance, 'What condition was 
he in?' But you didn't [sic] ask him where he was 
when he last saw him. Is there some reason for 
that?" And your answer, "No, I think, pause, no 
reason for it." So, I mean, I guess obviously 
you're — you're saying that you couldn't think of 
a reason why you wouldn't have asked Mr. Roy where 
he was when he last saw Neil? 

A I think it was self-explanatory in the statement, 
sir, where they said they were at the last 
building at Snowberry Downs when they had the 
disagreement, if you will, and went their separate 
ways . 
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by Mr. Curtis 

Q Okay. So now you — 

A That's why that question would not have been 
asked, it was already in the statement. 

Q Okay. So you — on August, 2003 you couldn't 

think of a reason why you wouldn't have asked that 
question, but having reviewed your notes and — 
and the report then you -- you have discovered 
that there's a good explanation? 

A When I look back at the statement, yes. 

Q Okay. So it — it really would have been handy 
and saved us a lot of time and trouble here had 
you reviewed your — your notes and the report 
prior to August, 2003 interview here. I guess 
that — that helped you out here and there. 

A I suppose that would be the case, yes. 

Q Yeah. Okay. Now, on page 64 a little over 

halfway down you're — you're saying that — well, 
actually right in the middle of the page it says, 
"You spoke to Sean Draper, right?" And you — or, 

A That's — 

Q Or, I'm sorry, and you say, "Right." And "He was 
one of the names provided at the onset of the 
investigation." Question, "Okay." Answer, "As a 
possible contact who may have — or who may know 
where Neil was or who he was with. 


Question, 
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by Mr. Curtis 

"And what — all right. So remind me then, 
refresh my memory, what are you trying to do at 
this stage in the investigation then?" Answer, 
"We're still trying to determine who could have 
last seen him." Is that a fair read of — 

A Yes. 

Q — of that transcript there? All right. So would 

it be fair to say that was your — your primary — 

one of your primary goals and tasks there was to 
determine — 

A Yes, there was several names that had been 

provided, sir, by — 

Q Okay. 

A -- family members, by the people from the group 
home. It was a question of contacting these 
people to see when they last saw him or if they 
last saw him and how long ago. 

Q Okay. If we could just go to page 66. I'm going 
to suggest to you that there is an answer in — in 
the middle of the page that says, "Nothing, other 
than the fact that he's still frozen." Do you see 
that, page 66? 

A Yes, I do, sir. 

Q Okay. Now, I'm -- I'm going to suggest to you 

that — that during the tape you actually — you 
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kind of giggle before you say that. Do you want 
to take my word for it or should we run the tape 
in that way? 

A Before saying what, sir? 

Q "Nothing, other than the fact that he's still 
frozen." 

A Okay. 

Q You — you — you kind of giggle there. Would you 

accept that as a fact that that is on the tape? 

A If that's what you say, sir. I don't know whether 
I did or not. 

Q Well, that's what I'm saying. Like, I'll either 
get your agreement that — that what I'm telling 
you — 

A I'll agree with you. 

Q — is right or we can listen to the tape. 

A I will agree with you. 

Q You'll agree with me. Okay. 

MR. PLAXTON: Mr. Commissioner, with respect, 

this gentleman has been asked to think of one 
moment in a four-hour interview. I don't think he 
could possibly know what he had done in that 
particular time. 

MR. CURTIS: But we can certainly tell him. I 

have, Mr. Commissioner, and perhaps I should have 
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by Mr. Curtis 

told you this before, but there's a couple of 
areas on the tape that I wanted to — that I 
thought I might have to have recourse to, 
depending on the answers that I got. I have asked 
the — the technical people here to — to cue the 
tape up at those various areas, so we can 
certainly play it. 

THE COMMISSIONER: How many of these extracts are 

there? 

MR. CURTIS: There would be four at the most and 

I — I think it unlikely that I would need all 
four, but I do have them ready. 

THE COMMISSIONER: How much more time do you think 

you'll require for your cross-examination? 

MR. CURTIS: Well, I •— I — highly unlikely 

that I would be finished by the lunch break. I 
would imagine, you know, more than likely at least 
another hour. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, perhaps we should adjourn 

until 1:30. I hate to give up any time, but I'm 
worried as well about the technician having to try 
and sort all of this and have it available and — 

MR. CURTIS: I think that's been handled 

previous. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, maybe you'd better go ahead 
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by Mr. Curtis 

then, I guess. Were you able to locate these 
parts? 

SOUND TECHNICIAN: Yes. 

THE COMMISSIONER: All right then, let's go through 

them. 

MR. CURTIS: So if — if we could then, we're 

just going to be listening to, as I say, this — 
this one segment of — of your evidence that's 
contained on page 66. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Will you identify, please, in the 

— your -- in the tape? There will be a log 
indicating at what point in the time line this 
takes place, and could you provide the commission 
counsel with a list of those time lines afterwards 
so that if I have to listen to the tape again I 
know where I can find them? Thank you. 

MR. WATSON: Mr. Commissioner, I understand the 

witness acknowledged that he giggled. I don't 
know why we're listening to that part. 

MR. CURTIS: Well, because Mr. Plaxton said he 

couldn't possibly remember that because he's 
asking -- I'm asking him to look at one small 
segment of a four-hour interview. 

MR. WATSON: He said he — the witness said he 
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acknowledged it. 
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THE COMMISSIONER: Well, there seems to be some 

disagreement here, but here's Mr. Stevenson and he 
can tell us whether he's willing to stipulate that 
he did, in fact, do that. 

MR. STEVENSON: Well, I'm not, excuse me, rising 

to — to stipulate. I guess my concern is we've 
received in these proceedings what is supposedly a 
transcript of the Martell statement which has been 
tendered as Exhibit P-111 I believe it is. Now 
we're going back and we're going to the tape and 
we're going to listen to it. With respect, there 
are probably lots of areas many of us would want 
to go back and replay and say what else happened 
here, and was the tape on, was the tape off, and 
should we do an analysis of that tape? If that's 
what we're going to do then I think we're opening 
up to all of those being done. My concern is that 
this is supposedly a transcript. We've seen the 
transcript of the RCMP one where they say laughs 
or coughs or areas. This either is or is not an 
accurate transcript of the Martell interview, and 
I guess that's my concern. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But, of course, as a result of the 

insistence of counsel these tapes were played, and 
once I satisfied your request that meant that the 
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Exam K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Curtis 

— the quality that this — the actual words used 
and the manner, demeanor of the person being — 
who was speaking became part of the proceedings. 

So as a consequence of that, that suggestion arose 
that he had a certain reaction at one point. Now, 
that seems to me that once the tapes were played, 
and that was done at the request of counsel, this 
is an area that can be looked at. What I'm 
concerned about is I don't want the whole thing 
gone through again. Now, you say you have four 
instances of this, but. So the technician 
indicates that he can play these parts so let's 
deal with number one. 

MR. CURTIS: Thank you. My Lord, and as I — as 

I indicated, these are quite brief and, I mean, in 

— in -- in my view, just perhaps to concur with 

— with you, if we're dealing with the best 
evidence rule I believe that's correct and we do 
have the transcript and we do have the tape 
together here, so. 

THE COMMISSIONER: All right. 

MR. CURTIS: If we could, please. 

TAPE RECORDING OF INTERVIEW PLAYED AS FOLLOWS: 

"Q (Inaudible) the past few days. And then 1535 you 
contacted Dr. Adolph. Why are you contacting Dr. 
Adolph? 
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A To see what the results are from an autopsy. 

Q Okay. And what do you learn from Dr. Adolph? 

A Nothing, other than the fact that he's still 
frozen." 

PLAYING OF TAPE RECORDING OF INTERVIEW ENDED 

Q MR. CURTIS: So would you — would you agree 

that when you — when you get to that he's still 
frozen you're — you're — you're chuckling or 
something? I don't know what you'd want to call 
it. 

A I wouldn't call it a giggle or a chuckle, sir. I 
-- I found his question rather amusing in the 
sense that the deceased had only been found a very 
short period of time before that — 

Q Okay. 

A — and he was definitely frozen. There was 

possibly the chance of no autopsy being conducted 
at that point. 

Q M'hm. Okay. Well, I — 

A It wasn't in any disrespect to the deceased by any 
means. 

Q Okay. Well, that's really all I wanted to know. 
You do agree you had the -- like you chuckle, I 
don't care what you want to call it, but there is 
some sort of indication of amusement during the 
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course of that sentence and — and is that fair? 

A I guess if you want to call it amusement. 

Q Okay. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I can listen — I can listen to the 

tape and decide for myself what it is. 

Q MR. CURTIS: Okay. Thank you. My Lord. Now, on 

page 68, Mr. Jarvis, and I -- I have this bit on 
tape here as well but I'm -- I'm hoping that we 
don't have to refer to it, but when you're 
speaking of Dr. Adolph at the top and Jason Roy in 
the middle, there is the sound of — of paper 
shuffling going on and it — it appears quite 
obvious that while you're answering Mr. Martell 
you are referring to papers? 

A I don't know if it's me shuffling the papers or 
Mr. Martell, sir. I don't know. 

Q No, that's what I mean. Like, we're, given the 
sound of the shuffling of the paper and sort of 
the hesitation would make — I mean, it sounds 
like you're reading something. Do you have any 
idea, without going to the tape here, what you 
might be referring to? 

A Just looking at the — the transcript here, it may 
have been referring back to my notebook if, in 
fact, I was the one shuffling the paper. 
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Q Okay. 

A Relating to mid-page, I believe, was the response 
from Dr. Adolph — 

Q M' hm. 

A — indicating that the deceased had been deceased 

for at least 48 hours. 

Q Okay. And you — you do say that that's what that 
report reads in — or no, I'm sorry, "That's what 
that report reads," is the — is the question. 
Would you be — are you able to — to say what 
report you'd be referring to? 

A I believe that would have been in my notebook, 
sir. 

Q Okay. 

A We're still talking about the same response here 

Q Yeah, page six -- 

A — a minimum of 48 hours? 

Q Sixty-eight, yeah. 

A Okay. 

Q Yeah. Okay. Actually that's the only point I 

wanted to make there. Thank you, sir, I won't 
need that cue. I can't recall if — on page 69 at 
the bottom you make a reference to closing the 
file basically at 1640 on the 5 th of December. 
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When did you come on shift that day, do you 
recall? 

A Not offhand, sir. I'd have to look at my notes. 

Q Okay. 

A I was working the day shift, I believe. 

Q Okay. And that's so — 

A Which would have been 8:00 a.m. in the morning. 

Q Okay, 8:00 a.m. and 1640 is getting pretty close 
to — to 5:00. 

A That's correct. 

Q Okay. So within an hour — or, I'm sorry, within 
approximately eight hours of — of returning to 
work on December 5 th — 

A Yeah. 

Q — the file was closed? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. 

A Well, the request was made — 

Q Yeah. 

A — to conclude at that point in time. 

Q Right, with — with your recommendations on it. 

Is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Do you — what happened in the — in the 
course of the four days, December 1, 2, 3 and 4, 
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anything of significance with respect to your 
investigation or — 

A Not that I have any recollection of, sir, no. 

Q Okay. So you took the four days off, didn't deal 
with the file at all, didn't do a little homework 
here and there during your -- 

A Not on my days off, no. 

Q — your days off? Okay. So nothing significant 
happened in those four days that would have — 

A Not that I'm aware of, sir. 

Q Okay. 

A I believe I left the — a report, I'm not sure. 

Again, it would be in P-61, I believe, whether it 
was a request for somebody else to do additional 
follow-up. 

Q On — on November 30 th . 

A On the file. Yes. 

Q Yeah. Okay. And — yeah, I think we went through 
that yesterday — 

A M' hm. 

Q — that when you got back that hadn't been done, 
right? 

A Right. 

Q Okay. On page 72 of this transcript you — you 

have it indicated to you about a third of the way 
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Exam K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Curtis 

down that — that your — your statement, which I 
believe was the October 12 th , 2000 statement, had 
been — had been analysed. Mr. Martell advises 
you that — that that statement was analysed. 

A Yes, he did put that to me. 

Q Okay. And would it be fair to say that you were 
somewhat disturbed to — to discover that? 

A Not disturbed to discover it, no, sir. 

Q Were you annoyed that it had been done? 

A I guess I was a little annoyed at the fact that I 
— I was of the impression that Mr. Martell was 
implying I was a liar. 

Q Is that the only reason you analyse statements? 

A No. 

Q Okay. But, I'm sorry, where — where did the 
implication that you were a liar come from? 

A That was in — that was the impression I got. 

Q Oh, okay. So it wasn't — you're saying that it 

wasn't anything directly that Mr. Martell said or 
inferred then. 

A No. 

Q Okay. Because I -- I have that part on tape here 
but I guess I don't need to play it if you're — 
if you're in agreement that you were somewhat 
annoyed that — 
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A Yes, I was. 

Q Okay. 

A I think by this point in the interview I was 

becoming quite annoyed at the manner of the — in 
which way the interview was going. 

Q Okay. Page 73, your first answer on that page, 

now this is a reference to your conversation with 

Mr. Hartwig and — and Senger. Actually if you 
want to get the complete version I suppose you'd 
have to look at the last paragraph on page 72. 

A Again, sir, that's an area that I've stated 
several times — 

Q Yeah. 

A — I — I have no recollection as to whether it 
was a Jet Set or in person. 

Q No, and I'm not even concerned about that, but in 
— in this answer on page 73 you say, "I don't 
remember whether I actually physically talked to 
them or if they got an interoffice memo from me." 
We — we know that. But your next sentence is, "I 
know I made the request." 

A Yes. 

Q Why — why is it that you know? 

A I had recollection of making the request from 

them. 
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Q Oh, you did recall that? 

A Yes. 

Q You do recall that aspect? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. You -- like, was that prompted by the ROMP? 

A I don't know, sir. I'm not sure. 

Q Well, they wouldn't know that, would they, because 
there's no indication on the file -- 

A X don't believe it was. 

Q — or the report, so you couldn't have been 
prompted by them. 

A I don't believe it was. 

Q Okay. So that's an independent — 

A Yes. 

Q — memory, recall. So I guess you'd have to agree 
that your — your recall of events that took place 
in 1990 is fairly spotty, random? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. So you do have a recall, you have a very 

clear recall that you did that. You know you made 
the request — 

A Yes. 

Q — you say here. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. But having that very firm "I did it," you 
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can't remember how you did it? 

A No. 

Q Now, on page 77 Mr. Martell gets into some 

questions to you about — about Mr. Louttit, 
probably about the — slightly below the middle of 
the page he's saying, "You mentioned earlier" -- 
"You mentioned earlier about Ernie Louttit. Tell 
me what your concern was with Louttit. You 
mentioned a report, that the only report we had" 
pause. Answer, "I don't know what he's got to do 
with this though." And you -- you go on a bit of 
a lengthy, well, page and a half -- 

A Yes. 

Q — sort of diatribe, if you like, about Ernie 
Louttit. 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q Okay. And you're suggesting that you don't know 

why he's involved in this at all, it wasn't his 
investigation, he's sticking his nose into areas 
that he shouldn't be sticking his nose into, he's 
done that on other occasions, everybody knows 
that. Is that fair? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. 

A And he wasn't necessarily the only new police 
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officer, if you like. Other — other junior 
police officers have inadvertently done the same 
thing. 

Q Okay. Inadvertently? 

A Yes, got involved in a file and when they 

shouldn't have, or got involved in a file and not 
contacted the investigating officer or not left 
the reports on what information they may have had. 

Q Okay. And I guess -- I guess we've got a bit of a 
difference in the evidence there when he says he 
did actually contact you and — and you repelled 
him but you have no recall. 

A That's his recollection, sir. I -- I have no 
recollection of meeting with him. 

Q You have no recall of that? 

A Yes. 

Q No. Interesting. Like you have a recall of just 
a thought or -- or a fairly simple procedure where 
you would have contacted Hartwig and Senger, but 
this fairly lengthy chat that Mr. Louttit says he 
had with you which you have no recall of 
whatsoever. 

A I believe he was referring to a date sometime, 

excuse me, after the fact. 

Q Yeah, indeed. 
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A I don't have any recollection of that at all, sir. 

Q Okay. Did your memory, that you're aware of, 

decline from 1990 to 1991? Was there any — 

A I wouldn't say my memory declined, no, sir. 

Q No? Okay. Would it be fair to — to summarize in 

your page 77, 78 in your — your references to Mr. 
Louttit that you're — you're disgruntled about 
that, to say the least? 

A Yes. 

Q You're not — you're not happy. I mean, you sound 

downright resentful, I would suggest. 

A Not resentful, sir. I'm not exactly pleased or 

thrilled, if you will. 

Q Okay. 

A If an officer is going to get involved in a file 
that is assigned to someone else or being 
investigated by someone else, it would be a common 
courtesy to go and see that investigator or at 
least leave a report as to what information or 
actions you've taken — 

Q M' hm. 

A — in the event to make sure that you don't 

possibly cause problems within the file -- 

Q Okay. 

A — as far as, you know, investigating it further. 
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Q Well, now, I think the — the answer right at the 
bottom of that page, well the last two answers, 
you say, "He had absolutely nothing to do with it. 
He just had a bad habit of sticking his nose in 
other people's files." And question, "Oh, yeah." 
Answer, "And not just mine. There were other 
people, other investigations that people were 
doing. He had a habit of sticking his nose in 
because he knew a lot of the Native community." 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. 

A I believe it was general knowledge around the 

police station that Constable Louttit was involved 
in — or had got involved in other files. 

Q M' hm. 

A And, yes, he was well known within the Native 

community and he was a very strong asset for the 
police service in — in that sense. 

Q M'hm. You seem to indicate here that but you're 

not happy about that. 

A I'm not happy about him sticking his nose into a 
file that he did not have any involvement in. 

Q So his contact in the — in the Native community 
at this point in time you didn't think was 
helpful; in fact, you thought that was an 
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imposition that this fellow who has these 
connections, that everybody is lauding and 
praising, comes and now he's involved in your file 
and — and you're not happy about it? 

A What I'm saying, sir, is he's getting involved in 
a file that he was not assigned to in any way, 
shape or form — 

Q M' hm. 

A — that he should have contacted the investigator 
and/or left a report. Insofar as his being an 
asset to the police department, definitely he was, 
as an Aboriginal person. 

Q M' hm. 

A And, yes, he was of great value when it came down 
to dealing with Aboriginal peoples on the west 
side of the city or anywhere in the city. 

Q You — you seem to be fairly familiar with -- with 
Mr. Louttit. I mean, you're talking about general 
consensus around the office that, you know, one, 
that I guess he was an asset and, two, that he was 
-- had a tendency to stick his nose in other 
people's business? 

A Yes. 

Q So you're fairly familiar with him? 

A It was common knowledge around the police station. 
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I believe, at the time, sir. 

Q Okay. And I'm — I'm just trying to recall and — 
and I know in — in response to a question from 
commission counsel about your relationship with 
Mr. Louttit I believe you said it was just cursory 
or a word — 

A Yes. We never worked together, we didn't 

socialize together, we were on opposing shifts. 

Q Okay. Okay. So your — your contact with him, I 
guess, was kind of minimal, but your awareness of 
who he was and how he — 

A Yes. 

Q -- fit into the — the scheme of things was fairly 
extensive? 

A It would be reasonable, yes. 

Q Okay. Now, page 81, please. You're — you do 

have a reference in here, the second question to 
CPIC checks, and you correct the -- Mr. Martell 
and say it wasn't a CPIC check, you were just 
doing — you checked the — the dispatch cards? 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q Okay. And — and you — you do agree that there 
is no reference to that in your — in your notes? 

A There is a reference in my notes, sir, that I went 
to Communications and checked who was sent to 
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Snowberry Downs. 

Q Did you — is that a reference in your notes or in 
your report? 

A I believe it's in both, sir. 

Q In both? Okay. 

A Or at least I believe — it's in my notes. 

Q Yeah. Okay. Well, I believe you're right, it's 

in the report as well. 

A Okay. But there was no CPIC checks done by me. 

Q No. 

A No. 

Q Okay. But and I just want to — I'm just trying 
to recall yesterday you -- you said something 
about that you don't duplicate what you put in 
your notes in your report. Is that — is that a 
fair statement of what you said? 

A Duplicate? 

Q Yeah. 

A Depending on what it is, sir. If the — first of 
all, the hard copy for the dispatch cards was not 
to be removed from Communications, so you make a 
note of that in your notebook. 

Q M' hm. 

A You then transcribe that into the report. 

Q Okay. 
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A That's the purpose of — of the police notes. 

Q Okay. So obviously there — there are places 

where you're going to be -- have duplication in 
your notes and — and the report? 

A Yeah, there will be some exceptions, yes. 

Q Okay. Now, that's about all I have for you from 

Mr. Martell's interview, Mr. Jarvis. Now, I guess 
if we could refer to your notes, we have — page 
83 of your -- your — of your notes. 

A Yes, sir. 

Q At the bottom of the page we have an entry 2230 

hours, and at the bottom, the very bottom there 
you say this particular person says "they last 
spoke to Neil approximately 2200 hours on November 
24 th , '90, wanting to turn himself in" -- I'm not 

sure what the — what the rest of that says. 

A "Confirm clothing, jacket not his —" 

Q Okay. 

A or possible associates." 

Q Okay. Now, in answer to questioning on that by 

commission counsel you said, "Yeah, he's wanting 
to turn himself in but he needed time -- he needed 
time to think." Where — where did that come 
from? 

A That came from the Pickards. 
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Q Which cards? 

A The Pickards, Mr. and Mrs. — or Mrs. Pickard, the 

Q Oh. 

A — the person who ran the group home. 

Q Okay. So that's not a reference to anything that 
was in your notes then at — 

A That — that's in regards to the information I 
received from them when I -- 

Q Okay. 

A — contacted them that he'd been located. 

Q Okay. And again we're talking about October here. 

There was a question that — or at least you'd 
indicated that you wanted this file back on your 
desk, so that's why you were typing your own 
reports. 

A To get the reports back in my possession, yes, as 
soon as possible. 

Q Okay. So you wanted — you wanted that as soon as 
possible. 

A For follow-up, yes. 

Q Okay. And that's why you're — that's why you 
typed them? 

A That's why I type the reports, sir. 

Q Okay. 
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A Oftentimes you — you can leave an investigation 
report and it will go into Central Records and it 
goes into the cue — 

Q Right. 

A -- for typing, of course, and you may or may not 
get it the next morning, depending on how much 
work was in the system. 

Q Okay. So it would be fair to say that on the 

2 9 th , 30 th there was — at least you foresaw that 
there was some — some urgency about this file and 
you wanted to maintain it with you so it didn't go 
into the loop and come back days later? 

A Yes, I wanted to maintain a current copy as 
quickly as I could. 

Q Okay. Now, at page 87 of your notes halfway down 
you say, "On November 24 th , 1990, 2351 hours 
deceased at party," et cetera. And — and you're 
not sure how that information came to you on this 
given date. Do you — do you recall that? Like 

A I — I see the notation, yes, sir. 

Q Okay. 

A Where exactly — at what point in time I received 
that information I'm not sure. 

Q Okay. You're not sure where the information came 
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by Mr. Curtis 

from. What — what would the possibilities be for 
where that information might come from? 

A X — 

Q Just given your -- I mean, you worked there for 

that long. I'm not asking you to recall specific 
details, just sort of the procedures or 
possibilities that would have been in place in 
1990. 

A It's hard to say, sir. It may have come from 
general talk around the office if there was a 
disturbance the night before. I don't know. 

Q Okay. There's a reference on page 88 to — at the 
bottom to Lucille Neetz and Gary Horse. Do you 
see that? 

A Yes, I do, sir. 

Q Okay. And did you ever meet with Gary Horse or — 

A I'm not sure, sir. I -- I don't recall if I did 

or not. 

Q Okay. It doesn't appear in your notes. It seems 
like -- I mean, Mr. P would — I guess was the 
logical one for you to — to meet, but Gary Horse 
has popped up in your notes, no further reference 
to him, so can we just assume that you didn't make 
any attempt to talk to him? 

A I may have made attempts to contact, sir. I may 
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have contacted him and he may not have had 
anything of any value to offer, I -- I don't know. 

Q Okay. But I guess so you have no recall of that? 

A I have no recall on that, sir. 

Q Okay. And it's not in your notes and it's not in 

the report so we just don't know? 

A Right, sir. 

Q Okay. Now, you — you have made reference here to 
the fact that as far as the Ps go I think you went 
so far as to say that, you know, if the Ps had — 
had beaten Neil up you'd know it because there'd 
be — 

A Yes, I believe I did make that comment. 

Q Okay. So you were — you were fairly familiar 

with the — with the Ps? 

A Their names were well known around the police 
service. 

Q Okay. Well, their names. I mean, their names 

could — 

A And their — their activities. 

Q Their activities. Okay. What about — what about 
Gary Horse, was his name pop up fairly regularly? 

A His name had been around the department for quite 
some time as well. 

Q Okay. Was he part of the, to the best of your 
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knowledge, people that were — like Gary Horse and 
— and G P and, you know, the — 

A I don't know, sir. 

Q You don't know if they were part of the crew or 
whatever we want to call it these days? 

A I — I don't have any recollection on that, sir — 

Q Okay. 

A — whether he was or not. 

Q All right. You made a reference to, in an answer 
to commission counsel here that I have written 
down that, you know, as far as your idea or your 
understanding of what happened in the — in the — 
in the city in the — in the ' 90's was that there 
was lots of activities in the north industrial end 
of the city, people wandering around. Do you 
recall giving that answer? 

A Yes, I do, sir. 

Q Okay. What exactly do you mean by "wandering 

around"? 

A People walking around in the north industrial 

area. There was a lot of activity going on there 
in regards to people going and coming from places 
of employment at all hours of the night. 

Q M' hm. 
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Q Okay. 

A — considerable traffic. 

Q Okay. Considerable traffic. Okay. And so you 
weren't suggesting that it was a sort of regular 
occurrence for people to be stumbling off drunk 
into the night and getting lost? 

A It's possible, sir. I'm not suggesting that. 

Q Okay. Well — 

A We have — 

Q — that's what I'm asking you. You weren't 
suggesting that in your answer. 

A We've had past experience of an individual who 

quite often walked out of the city intoxicated — 

Q M' hm. 

A — or started to walk out of the city, and he was 
picked up and brought back in for his own 
protection. 

Q Oh, certainly there's — I don't doubt there are 
some people who are afflicted with one thing or 
another that do sort of abnormal things, but 
you're not suggesting in your answer here that 
that was a common occurrence in the north 
industrial, is that what you're saying? 

A No, I'm not suggesting that at all, sir. 

Q All right. There was no — no — 
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preventing you, I guess, at all from, in late 
November or early December, nothing preventing you 
from looking at autopsy photos or examining any 
aspect of the investigation; I mean, nobody said 
to you you can't do anything, right? 

A No, that wasn't said at all, sir. 

Q Okay. So there were — there really was nothing 

-- nothing preventing you from investigating as 
you saw fit? 

A To answer that I would say, sir, that there was 
nothing stopping me from going up to 
Identification and asking to look at the photos. 
What value I may or may not have drawn from that 

Q Yeah. Fair enough. Fair enough. 

A Any information that would come from photographs 
or any observations would have been indicated in 
the reports by the officers themselves who took 
the photographs. 

Q Okay. Oust to review your — again your -- your 
contention here that you've got confusion, do you 

— do you have any condition since the year 2000 
that sort of debilitates you, affects your -- the 

— your cognitive aspects or — 

A Not to my knowledge, sir, other than having the 
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Q Okay. 

A But the medication I'm on, as far as I know, 
doesn't — 

Q Well, that's the tricky part of having cognitive 

disabilities is usually one is not aware of it 
because — but you — you haven't been told, you 
have had no diagnosis or anything to that effect? 
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A No. 

MR. CURTIS: Okay. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Have you got any other questions? 

MR. CURTIS: I — I do. My Lord. I'm sorry, I'm 

just at a point here where I guess I do have some 
questions with respect to some of the answers that 
were given here yesterday on areas that I -- I'm 
hoping Mr. Worme didn't touch on, but I -- I do 
have some questions, and I can carry on with them 
now. To — to take a break now would be fairly 
logical, but I can certainly carry on for another 
five minutes if you like. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, I suppose we can adjourn. 

We'll adjourn then till two o'clock. 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 12:25 P.M. & RECONVENED AT 2:07 

P .M. ) 
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Mr. Curtis. 
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CURTIS: Thank you. My Lord. 

Q I think I just have a few more questions for you, 
Mr, Jarvis. And I'm going to start with some of 
the evidence you gave yesterday. You were asked 
about the reorganization of the police force in 
1990 and the various changes about community 
policing and things like that. And I can't 
recall, did you give some indication of whether or 
not you thought that that particular situation was 
affecting your ability to investigate or your 
ability to do the job? 

A I believe it increased the workload, sir, as far 
as — throughout the department, not just in 
Morality, but throughout. Sections were shortened 
in manpower because manpower was deployed 
elsewhere. 

Q Right. 

A But they'd have -- I would suspect it did have an 
effect. 

Q Okay. But this was occurring also at the time 

that the BH investigation was taking place, August 
1990 to November 1990? 

A I believe it was, sir. 

Q Sorry? 

A I believe it was, sir. 
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Q Okay. So but at least -- I mean you're — we're 
not left with the impression that the 
restructuring was just calling — causing total 
chaos in the police force, right? 

A No. 

Q Okay. 

A No, not at all. 

Q And if I recall your answer, again, to a question 

from Mr. Plaxton, the level of street violence or, 
you know, just the general scene or incidence of 
crime back then you couldn't recall as being 
unusually more prevalent than in years past or 
years following, at that point in time? 

A Not to my recollection, no, sir. 

Q Now you did say yesterday that if Constables 

Hartwig and Senger had had Neil Stonechild in 
their cruiser that everybody would have been aware 
of that, because that would have been — well I 
don't think you meant everybody, but it would have 
been significantly reported and recorded that 
anybody that needed to know would have known, is 
that fair to say? 

A I don't know if that's exactly what I said, sir, 
I'm not sure. 

Q Okay. Well what would be your answer to that 
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then? If Constables Hartwig and Senger had had 
Neil Stonechild in the back of their police 
cruiser, what would you have expected to arrive at 
the police station by way of reports or 
indications that that happened? 

A That would all depend on what he was checked for, 
sir, why he was in the back of the police car. 

Q M' hm. 

A There may not be any reports. You know, people 

get checked and released. 

Q Okay. 

A But not necessarily a report is left on every, you 
know, specific, check or spot check that is done. 

Q Okay. Now at — I believe it was pointed out to 
you that at page 14 of your October 12, 2000 
interview with the RCMP you had said that if 
Hartwig and Senger were picked up, some report 
would have been left, is that — do you need to 
refer to that? Now I've got it listed as page 14. 

A Not sure if I have the right page here. 

Q Up at the top it's Corporal Warner, "Uhm-hmmm 

(affirmative)"? 

A Okay. 

Q Okay. And Sergeant Lyons asks, fourth entry on 

that page, "So did...you'd spoken with Jason, you 
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4 966 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Curtis 

knew that he was there. Jason offered up at least 
some suggestion that ah...Neil was checked by 
them...is it safe to assume then that they would 
have offered up at least some explanation of what 
they had done with him or? "Yah, I mean some... 
they would have said what the end results were." 

A Had he been in the back of the police vehicle, 
yes, there would have been some — should have 
been some report left — 

Q Okay. 

A — in that instance, because if he was unlawfully 

at large, whatever they did with him, as far as if 
he'd have been taken back to a group home, — 

Q Yeah. 

A — then a report should have been accordingly. 

Q Okay. In the ordinary course that os what you 

would expect? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. But of course -- I mean we have had 

indications in this city — I'm not sure if you're 
aware of Darrell Night's situation and the former 
officers Mr. Hatchen and Munson, when he was 
dropped off there was no — certainly no 
indication that he was in the police cruiser? 

A I have no knowledge of that, sir. I have heard 
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about it in the news, but that's all. 

Q Okay. So fair to say that — that I suppose if 
these two constables didn't want anybody to know 
that they had had somebody in the back of their 
police cruiser, they just wouldn't report it? 

A I could only speculate on that, sir, and agree 
with you. 

Q Okay. Now you also indicated yesterday that there 
was — no evidence of a cover-up came to you in 
1990 or since, I would imagine, is what you — 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q — what you meant? Okay. But is it — is it fair 
to say — I mean if there had ben a cover-up, 
you'd likely — you know, unless you were involved 
in it, and nobody is saying that you were here, 
but you'd likely be one of the last people to 
know, would you not? 

A I don't know, sir, if I can answer that for you 

Q Well — 

A If there was a cover-up, which I don't believe 
there was -- I have no knowledge of one. 

Q No. 

A But I would have to agree with you, yes. I would 
probably be the last person to be — 

Q As a hypothetical, you, as the — 




hypothetical, yes. 


Exam K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Curtis 


mean the fact that 


no evidence of a cover-up came to you really 
doesn't mean a whole bunch because -- 


Okay. Now I take it you were not present when Mr. 
Tarasoff and Mr. Louttit gave evidence at this 


hearing, were you? 


was when Mr. Louttit gave evidence 


Louttit, but not when Tarasoff was. 


Okay. I'm just going to be referring to a bit of 
their evidence and ask you to comment on it. I'm 


going to provide you with copies of the 


from the transcript of each of those officers 
evidence. Now what I've given to you, the first 


three pages are excerpts from the 


evidence provided to Commissi 


counsel previously 


here. In the middle of that page 


Mr. Commissioner, perhaps the pages 


could be identified? 


Yes, my apologies. We have — from 


the examinatic 


of Mr. Tarasoff, starting at 3479 


25 MR. CURTIS: 


continuing through to 3483 
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would be the last page referred to here. 

MR. PLAXTON: Can you tell us which volume that 

would be? 


THE COMMISSIONER: I don't know — 

MR. PLAXTON: (inaudible) 

MR. CURTIS: Do you need the volume number, 

given the pages we've got? 

MR. PLAXTON: (inaudible) 

MR. CURTIS: Sorry. It's 3479 to 3483. Is that 

sufficient for you? 

MR. PLAXTON: Thank you. 

MR. CURTIS: Okay. I'm not sure, did other 

counsel just want a minute to locate this or -- 
okay. The — 


THE COMMISSIONER: Everybody on the same page? 

MR. PLAXTON: I think, Mr. Chairman, it's volume 

18, for those who (inaudible) — 

MR. CURTIS: Okay. Does — anybody got a 

problem with proceeding? Okay. 

Q On the first page of what I've given you, which 
has got pages 3479, 80 and 81 on it — in the 
middle of a page Mr. Hesje is referring to a 
previous statement of Mr. Tarasoff in which he 
says, "It says, 'when Eli Tarasoff was asked to 
recall what he did not like about the file, Eli 
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Tarasoff said he did not like the way it was 
investigated, that investigators had talked to 
very few people that were at the party'." 

Now he's referring to 

investigators, but I would assume that, given your 
testimony here, he'd be referring to you as the 
investigator? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now have you ever heard that before, has he 
ever talked to you about it? 

A No, sir. 

Q Okay. Any reason you can think of why he would 
say that to you? 

A He didn't say that to me, sir. 

Q Or why he would say that to — 

A No, he is entitled to his opinion, I guess." 

Q Okay. 

A I have no control over what Sergeant Tarasoff or 
Officer Tarasoff, at the time, was thinking or 
feeling. 

Q Okay. And obviously you're — you would disagree 

with what that statement says? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. If you could just flip the paper over, 
which will bring us to a continuation of page 
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4 971 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Curtis 

3481, again referring to information given to the 
RCMP investigators. The first full paragraph, 
"'Eli Tarasoff suggested the main investigator, 
Keith Jarvis, was an Englishman with a colonial 
attitude. When Natives were evolved [sic] were 
involved he did not take it serious'." Now again, 
do you have any reason to suspect that this is 
anything other than a statement of Mr. Tarasoff's 
opinion? 

A That is his opinion, sir. 

Q Okay. And once again I would assume you're in 
disagreement with that? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And you'd like to be in disagreement with the — 

a few lines down describing the "colonial 
attitude", "superior attitude", or "flippant 
attitude," you're in disagreement — 

A Yes, I do disagree with that, sir. 

Q Okay. And the next question, sorry, on page 3482. 

"Was it your view that the lack of concern was, in 
part, related to the fact that Neil Stonechild was 
Native?" Answer: "I believe so, yes." Again 
that — your best knowledge is that that's just a 
statement of Mr. Tarasoff's opinion? 

A Yes, sir. The ethnic background of any individual 
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4 972 ExamK. Jarvis 

by Mr. Curtis 

is of no consequence to me when I'm investigating 
a file. 

Q Okay. Do you agree with the last answer on that 
page where Mr. Tarasoff said, "I knew him quite 
well," referring to the person mention in the 
question prior, which is Sergeant Jarvis. "We'd 
joined the police force approximately the same 
time so I'd known him for most of my years on the 
force." Do you agree with that? 

A We knew each other, yes. 

Q Okay. Do you agree that you joined approximately 
the same time? 

A I believe he was already employed by the police 
service when I started in February of '66, so he 
would have been in class before me, sir. 

Q Okay. So — 

A I believe. 

Q — quite close in time? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. The — and on the last page, which is a 
continuation on page 3483, at the top there, he 
says, "I asked him what he thought about the file 
and he said, 'The kid went out, got drunk, went 
for a walk and froze to death'. That was your 
recollection of what Sergeant Jarvis had told you 
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when you asked about the file?" Do you recall 
having that conversation with Mr. Tarasoff? 

A No, sir. 

Q No? The — the remainder of the documents that I 
gave you are actually excerpts from Officer 
Louttit's testimony and we are going to be 
starting at page 2844. And I don't have a volume 
number for that either. At the bottom of page 
2844 there is a question, "And did you meet with 
Sergeant Jarvis?" Answer: "Yes, I did." "And 
what do you recall of that meeting?" Answer: "We 
met for approximately 40 minutes, point by point, 
on what I -- the concerns I had. I found Sergeant 
Jarvis to argumentative, to be dismissive." Now 
we've already established you have no recollection 
of that conversation? 

A That is correct. 

Q Okay. And I take it you're in agreement that 
Officer Louttit here is expressing an opinion 
about you, as far as being — 

A Yes, he is. 

Q — argumentative or dismissive? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And is that a — sort of a characterization 

of yourself that you're not in agreement with? 
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You don't — 

A I'm not in agreement with that statement, no, sir. 

Q Okay. You don't — you don't agree that you are 
argumentative or that you were dismissive 
generally, or in particular, in this case? 

A I don't believe I am, sir. 

Q Okay. Now if you could turn to page 2961. And 
I'm skipping a few pages in your bundle there. 
Actually 2960. At the bottom of page 2960, in 
answer to a question from Mr. Stevenson — or the 
question from Mr. Stevenson was: "And yet you're 
able to call him an arrogant man." And the answer 
to that is, "Yes." The answer on page 2961, 
second answer: "You didn't ask me that. Yes, I'd 
seen him do his police work and I watched how he 
talked to other people, I knew who he was. I 
suppose because of his [sic] or my military 
background I afforded him respect that was 
consummate with his rank, but, yeah, he struck me 
as an arrogant man." Again, this is Constable 
Louttit's opinion; is that correct? 

A Yes, he's entitled to his opinion, sir. 

Q Yeah. And you — you have no agreement with 

characterization as being arrogant? 

A No, sir. I never worked with the man. In 1990 I 
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believe Constable Louttit had three years -- I'm 
not sure when he joined, I believe it was 1987, if 
I understand the evidence that was given by him. 

Q Right. 

A He had four months in police college, following 
that would have been twelve months with a senior 
constable as a training officer. 

Q Yeah. 

A So he would have had actually, in 1990, 

approximately 20-22 months out on the street — 

Q Right. 

A — experience. 

Q Okay. 

A I wasn't aware of his military background at all. 

Q All right. So at the — I — at the end of the 

day, we have two officers here calling you — or 
characterizing you as dismissive and colonial and 
arrogant and — in general terms then with respect 
to the Neil Stonechild investigation, you don't 
see any real foundation for those opinions? 

A I — when I look at this, sir, I look at the 

opinions as being in general, not just in regards 
to this investigation. And each of those officers 
are entitled to their opinions. I -- 
else is. 


as anyone 
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Q All right. Now I'm just wondering if I can get 

some agreement from you here about this matter of 
Jason's statement or indication that Neil was in 
the back of the SPS cruiser. As I am 
understanding the evidence that was -- has been 
given here, the statements that have been taken 
since the year 2000 up to present day, and the 
evidence that's been given here at this hearing, 
would it be fair to say that, given what you can 
recall and what you can't recall, you really can't 
say, with any degree of certainty, that Jason Roy 
did or did not mention this to you one way or the 
other? 

A I believe I can, sir. Had he mentioned that to 
me, it would have been, as I have already 
testified, in his statement, in the report and in 
my notes. 

Q But you're — 

A And it's not in any of it. 

Q Well you've already indicated that you were 

dealing with a partial file here — a partial 
report. So if there was a second statement or a 
second phone call or something like that, it might 
have been in there — 

A I don't recall. 
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Q — and we don't have that? 

A I don't recall any second contact with Mr. Roy — 

Q Right 

A — or any other reports coming through, to my 
knowledge. 

Q Okay. And it's not in your notes, and we 

certainly have some indication that not everything 
did make it into your notes? 

A No, it's not in my notes, sir. 

Q No. So that's what I'm saying, I — is it — is 

the best you can say right now is you really can't 
recall whether or not you made some kind of second 
contact with Jason, whether he phoned you, whether 
he came in to see you or whether he gave you a 
statement? 

A I have no — the only statement I took, sir, was 
the one that we have on file -- 

Q Yes. 

A — on Mr. Roy. 

Q Yes. 

A And I don't recall having any further contact with 

him. 

Q You don't recall, but you may have gotten a phone 
call? 

A I don't know, sir. I have no recollection of any 
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4 97 8 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Curtis 

phone call. 

Q Okay. Or you may have gotten a second visit from 
him? 

A I have no recollection of any further or 

subsequent visits or phone calls from Mr. Roy. 

Q Okay. So that is the best you can say, is that 

you have no recall one way or the other, is that— 

A Right 

Q — fair? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. All right. I just want to be clear on 

that. Like you're not saying that you don't 
recall, but you really can't recall whether he may 
have phoned you or whether he may not have phoned 
you, or whether he may have visited you or he may 
not have visited you? 

A Had there been any visit or contact, sir, it would 
have been left in a report, in addition to the 
report that we have here today. 

Q Yeah. 

A Hopefully it would have been attached to this one. 

Q Yeah. But that's — that only goes to say that it 

may or may not have happened, because we don't 
have a report here to confirm it one way or the 


25 


other? 




4 97 9 ExamK. Jarvis 

by Mr. Curtis 

1 A That's correct. 

2 Q All right. 

3 THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. — 

4 Q MR. CURTIS: Now — 

5 THE COMMISSIONER: Excuse me. 

6 MR. CURTIS: Sorry. 

7 THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Jarvis, if Mr. Roy had said 

8 these things to you and you disbelieved it, you 

9 just didn't find such statements credible, would 

10 you have still noted it in your notebook? 

11 A Yes, My Lord. 

12 Q MR. CURTIS: So if I were to suggest to you that 

13 an observer of this situation could speculate, I 

14 mean would you agree with me that we are dealing 

15 with circumstances here unresolved about Neil 

16 Stonechild's death? 

17 A Yes. 

18 Q We really can't say with any certainty here what 

19 happened? 

20 A No. 

21 Q Okay. So we could have something so innocuous as 

22 to — wandered out there on his own and fell down? 

23 A Yes. 

24 Q Okay. At the other end of the spectrum we could 
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have something so hideous 


suppose, that 
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4 980 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Curtis 

actually two members of Saskatoon Police Services 
contributed to his demise. That's the two ends of 
the spectrum, is that fair enough? 

A There is many -- I mean we can speculate many 
avenues of — one end of the spectrum to the 
other, sir. You're choosing — 

Q Yeah. 

A — to use two police officers. Yes, that's true. 

Q Well I'm just — just for purposes of discussion, 

I suppose, if we're to attach at one end something 
innocent, in a way, and then something that's very 
— the opposite of innocent, like very culpable 
that was contributing to his death, that would be 
two parameters, and then we have everything in 
between, is that fair? 

A Using the parameters that you're using, sir, I 

would agree with you. 

Q Yeah. Okay. So the way this file was handled by 
you, I would put it to you that one conclusion 
could be that you were disinterested in it for one 
reason or another? It was open for seven days, 
two and a half of those days you worked on it, it 
was closed, is that — 

THE COMMISSIONER: Didn't you ask him this question 
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earlier? 
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4 981 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Curtis 

CURTIS: I asked him if he was or was not, I 

think, disinterested. Now I'm saying that — I 
mean a person could come to that conclusion 
looking at this file. 

A A person could come to that conclusion, sir. I 
wasn't disinterested in it. 

Q Okay. And they could also come to the conclusion 
that there's certainly a good possibility that 
some police members were involved in Mr. 
Stonechild's demise? 

A Many conclusions could be arrived at, sir, yes. 

Q Yeah. Because we don't have anything from Hartwig 

and Senger? 

A I don't know, sir. 

FOX: With the greatest respect, the 

witness — my learned has said — this is about 
the third time he's said this, we don't have 
anything from Hartwig or Senger. We do. There 
was a record made of responding to that call and 
the call clearly indicates it relates to Neil 
Stonechild. And the record that was there and has 
been there in 1990 and is still there now, says 
that he was gone on arrival. I mean — so to say 
we don't have anything from Hartwig and Senger is 
a misstatement. The record is there. To say to 
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him we don't have any follow-up report — if 
that's what you want to ask, that's fine. But 
it's not correct to say we don't have anything 
from Hartwig and Senger. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well I assume that Hartwig and 

Senger would have been interviewed in any event. 

MR. FOX: And again, this witness was asked 

that, that — in a sense. And he's testified to 
it I don't know how many times, that he would have 
followed up on that report or record that was 
there, to confirm whether that was the case or 
not, either by person or by follow-up memo, one or 
the other. I'm not sure how many more times it 
has to be answered, but he's said that, there it 
is. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Right. 

Q MR. CURTIS: Yes. And I certainly stand 

corrected, to say that there was nothing from 
Hartwig and Senger. I guess what we don't have is 
the — is a report from them that you say you 
would have requested from them, right? 

A That's correct. 

Q No follow-up? So — and that doesn't look good, 
does it, I mean the fact that we have no report 
like that? 
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A No. 

MR. WATSON: Argumentative. 

A No, I can't — 

THE COMMISSIONER: That's right. 

A — answer that one, sir. 

Q Oh, okay. 

A I can say it doesn't look good, I could say it 

looks good. I -- and that's probably your opinion 
on it, sir. I don't know. 

Q Well can we at least say that it's unusual? 

A I think we can say, sir, that we have a partial 

file, and that probably doesn't look good either. 
But I — 

Q Okay. So we do have — 

A — you know. 

Q Yeah. We've got a partial file that may or may 

not contain Jason Roy's statement or may or may 

not contain Hartwig and Senger's response? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. 

A You know, the original file would probably have 

answered a lot of the questions. 

Q Well presuming -- I mean that's making — that's 
your assumption, that the file that Constable 
Louttit photocopied is only a partial file? 
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A Yes. 

MR. CURTIS: Okay. Thank you, sir. That's all 

the questions I have for you. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Who's next? 

MS. KNOX: I'm next, Mr. Commissioner, and I'm 

going to suggest, if I could have just five 
minutes before I get started? There are a number 
of exhibits that I need to get through the clerk 
and through Mr. Stack and I'll be more efficient 
if I take those five minutes and it will likely be 
easier. 

THE COMMISSIONER: With that inducement, I suggest — 

X suggest you take ten. 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 2:36 & RECONVENED AT 3:00 P.M.) 

THE COMMISSIONER: Ms. Knox? 

MS. KNOX: Thank you. 

MS . KNOX, examining: 

Q Mr. Jarvis, as you're probably very well aware, my 
name is Catherine Knox and I'm pinch hitting for 
Mr. Halyk again, who is counsel for the FSIN, so 

A Sure. 

Q He does this to me sometimes. And I wanted to 
take an opportunity this afternoon to go back to 
some extent with respect to clarifying some 
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testimony that you've given back in October and 
yesterday regarding your training and background 
and there's a great deal of information that 
you've given in various interviews, but my 
understanding is, and I ask that you confirm, that 
when you joined the Saskatoon Police Service in 
1966 you were 21 years old? 

A Yes, ma'am. 

Q Now, did you have any working background prior to 
joining the Saskatoon Police Service or post¬ 
secondary education? 

A Yes, I was a meat cutter in England. 

Q So you came to Canada from England at what age? 

A Twenty. 

Q Okay. And what attracted you to police service at 

the age of 20, 21? 

A I was looking for a solid career. 

Q Okay. 

A A job that was going to provide me at that time 
with a decent salary as well. 

Q Okay. And I take it at that time back in 1965, 

'66, whenever you made your application, there was 
a screening process. Everybody who applied didn't 
get accepted to go into training as a police 
constable with Saskatoon Police Service, did they? 
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4 98 6 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Ms. Knox 

A I don't know, ma'am. I would understand probably 
that not everyone got accepted, no. 

Q You had to go through interviews. There were 

certain — even back in those days there were some 
things you had to do, hoops you had to go through 
before you were told, "We're going to take you on 
as a recruit." 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And once you went through those hoops you 
did go into, as you described it, a 13-week 
training program in the basement of the old police 
station? 

A That's correct. 

Q Now, you were kind of cursory in summing up what 
you did there, but, in fact, those were 13 full 
weeks of training, weren't they? 

A Thirteen weeks of listening to lectures and typing 

classes, self-defence, et cetera, yes. 

Q Yeah, it was 13 weeks of in-class time. 

A Yes. 

Q Preparing you to go out on the street as a 

probationary member of the Saskatoon Police 
Service if you made it through the in-class 
training. 

A Yes. 



4987 


Exam K. Jarvis 
by Ms. Knox 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 


Q And there were standards in that in-class 

training. You couldn't show up, fall asleep at 
your desk and 13 weeks later put on the uniform, 
take the badge and go out and say, "Hey, I'm a 
policeman", could you? 

A No. 

Q Okay. And while it was a lecture format, much of 
the information or all of the information that you 
were given in those 13 weeks was information that 
a young man starting out in a career such as you 
were would potentially find useful in order to do 
his job. 

A Yes. 

Q And included in the information that you were 

given was the understanding that when you went on 
the street you were there as a probationary 
constable. As you said about Constable Louttit, 
in your later years you were put out with a senior 
constable — 

A Yes. 

Q — were you not? 

A That's correct, ma'am. 

Q And your training continued on the street. 

A Yes. 

Q You didn't get 13 weeks in the classroom and it 


25 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


4 988 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Ms. Knox 

was, "Here, go at it, you're on your own." You 
worked six months with a senior constable? 

A I'm not sure how long it was, ma'am. I was 
assigned to a senior constable. 

Q I'm just going to ask if I could have you refer to 
P-14 — or P-114, I'm sorry — what somebody 
referred to as your tombstone data, but what it is 
in fact is your Police Service record, isn't it? 

A That's correct, ma'am, yes. 

Q Tombstone sounds like a bad thing. If I could ask 

you to go to page 9 of that exhibit with me, sir. 

A Yes. 

Q And if you go through the service training and 

transfers you've got there, basically it confirms 
that you worked your way up through the ranks, 
didn't you? 

A Yes. 

Q You started out as an in-class person. Oh, sorry, 
if you go back to page 8 for me you'll find a 
better summary of the data. 

A On page 8, yes. 

Q Page 8 at the bottom of the page and let' s work 

from the bottom of the page up because that's how 
it goes in time. The entry at the bottom of the 
page is that on August 16th, 1966, you became a 
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probationary constable. Now, it has six months, 
one year and I don't understand what that means. 
Does it mean that your probationary period could 
be as little as six months and as much as a year? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And it indicates that in August, August 

16th, 1967, you became a constable third class. 

A That is correct. 

Q So could we conclude from that that you spent a 

year as a probationary constable with a senior 
constable training you? 

A It may not have been with a senior constable the 
entire time, but yes, that one year. 

Q Yeah, but you were being guided and mentored and 

monitored during that one-year period to make sure 
that you got what was taught to you in the 
classroom and that you got any additional 
information that you needed to be a good police 
officer, weren't you? 

A Yes. 

Q And by the time you had passed through your 

probationary period in August of 1967 did you feel 
that you had at least the basic skills to be a 
police constable? 

A Yes. 
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Q And I gather that you enjoyed police work. 

A Yes. 

Q And I also gather that you had a reputation for 

being a good police officer, in the sense that you 
were diligent, you wanted to learn. If you had 
questions you asked questions. You weren't 
somebody that hid out in the back room and hoped 
nobody would notice you. 

A No. 

Q You were an out there, I want to know, I want to 
do a good job kind of a guy. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And this indication or the record indicates 

that perhaps reflecting that, a year later you 
were promoted, you became a second class — well, 
that doesn't sound very good, but you became the 
next level up the chain. You became a second 
class constable within a year? 

A That was the normal time span that you had to 
serve at each classification of constable. 

Q And if you didn't cut it, though, you didn't get 

to be the next class of constable because you guys 
could have been fired if you weren't doing your 
job. 

A Or it was extended. 
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Q Yeah. 

A Yes. 

Q So you didn't get an extension because you were a 

little bit slower than the group, you were right 
on target in terms of your learning curve. 

A I believe so. 

Q Okay. And then when you became the third class 
constable and moved on to second class constable 
you still had senior people who were there to 
guide you and mentor you, answer your questions, 
offer you assistance if you ever needed help. 

A I believe so, yes. 

Q Yeah, that's the way the police force worked in 
those days, in fact the way it works these days. 
The younger guys can look to the experience and 
knowledge and common sense of the older guys 
because a big part of police work is what you 
learn by experience, isn't it? 

A Yes. 

Q It doesn't matter how much time you spend in the 

classroom, where you learn is on the street. 

A That is correct. 

Q Okay. And then you progressed on, became a first 

class constable 13 months later, September, 1969. 
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Q And even then you were still having access to 
senior officers to help teach, guide. 

A Yes, there was always senior members around to go 
to or to ask questions of. 

Q And they were always willing to help out, weren't 
they? That was the principle of the hierarchy. 
There may have been an exception. 

A Hopefully they were, yes. 

Q Yeah. I see you with a look on your face. There 
was probably an occasional grouch in the bunch, 
but by and large the older — 

A By and large, yes. 

Q — the older guys helped out the younger guys. 

A Yes. 

Q And in fact you were good enough at your job that 

in 1979 you got picked as the guy to go teach 
other constables, didn't you? 

A I'm not sure which part you're referring to now. 

Q There's a reference here in 1979 you're marked, 

"Inactive/corporal?" 

A Okay, I -- 

Q Was that around the time that you went to the 

Saskatoon Police College? 

A I'm not sure. It may have been. 

Q At some point in time, a few years into the job or 
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10, 15 years into the job, you got identified as 
somebody who could teach the younger ones coming 
in, didn't you? 

A Yes, I was — I was seconded to the Saskatoon 

Police College. I believe I was still a constable 
at that time. 

Q Okay. And yesterday you referred to that as kind 
of being seconded to be a den mother, but that's 
kind of being down on yourself, isn't it? Lots of 
people could have been a den mother. You got 
seconded perhaps to be part den mother but also 
because you portrayed the skills of a good police 
officer and you were believed or presumed to be 
able to pass those skills on to the new guys 
coming in, the next generation of police officers. 

A I can only assume that that was the reason, ma'am. 
The training officer, the ones who actually 
selected the individuals to go down to the Police 
College, whether it was Saskatoon Police Service 
or Regina Police Service, whichever police service 
a member was seconded from, it was done in a 
rotational type basis 

Q But they had a lot — the training section had a 
lot of guys to pick from. There were 300 some 
Saskatoon City Police officers and they picked 
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you. 

A Yes, I believe they were looking at someone with a 
certain number of years of service. 

Q And certain skills. 

A Probably. 

Q There was lots of guys there with the same number 
of years of service but you got picked. 

A Yes. 

Q And to teach. It would be common sense that they 
were looking for somebody who had skills, had a 
good presence, could pass on knowledge to others 
in an effective manner. 

A Hopefully, yes. 

Q Yeah. And certainly I presume that's how you 

perceived that when you were sent to the Police 
College, you didn't think you were being put out 
of the way because you were a pain-in-the-ass 
police officer and they wanted you off side 
somewhere, did you? 

A No. 

Q You took that as a positive comment on your skills 
and abilities as a police officer. It was a — a 
ringing endorsement that you were doing a good 
job. 

A Yes. 
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Q Okay. And you indicated yesterday that you stayed 
for two classes. 

A That's correct. 

Q And you came back to active duty. 

A Yes. 

Q Now, what rank did you come back to active duty as 
because I'm not sure here. 

A I believe I was still a constable at that time. 

Q And you're not sure when you came back to active 

duty and we can't tell from this record but you 
did come back. 

A The classes would have been — class 8, I believe, 
ran from January through to April. I believe I 
was back sometime toward the end of April it would 
have been. I was required to stay on 
approximately a week after the recruits had been 
dismissed, if you will, for the purpose of 
concluding all the paperwork. There was summer 
months, summer holidays, a brief time back out on 
the street, and then I believe it would have been 
August sometime, September, that I would have been 
sent back for the following class. 

Q So not only were you a bit of a star in the 

Saskatoon Police Service, obviously you must have 
been a bit of a star with the Police College 
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because you got to go back a second time. They 
liked your work. 

A I don't know if I was a star, ma'am, but I think 
what the — they needed someone to go back to the 
Police College that had some experience of working 
at the College. 

Q But they also needed somebody — more than 

somebody working at the College, they needed 
somebody with skills working on the street because 
you were training the guys to go on the street as 
police officers, not to work at the College, 
correct? 

A X was doing limited lectures to — or 
presentations to the recruits, yes. 

Q M'hm. And after you did that term with them you 
came back to active police service again? 

A Yes. 

Q And continued to work as a uniformed member of the 
Saskatoon City Police. 

A Yes. 

Q And at some point in time you went back, you were 

asked to go back and do another training class. 

A Yes, I believe it was class 14. 

Q Okay. So you did 8, 9, you had some time out and 

you went back and you did 14. It kind of 
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suggests that, you know, you had a reputation for 
having done okay there because they took you back. 
They wanted you back. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. So you got a passing mark on that 
assignment. Would you agree on that? 

A I would — yes, I guess we can say that. 

Q Okay. And that would be reflected in you going 

back to do the work over again. 

A Yes. 

Q And then how long did you stay at the Police 

College that time? 

A Just for the one class. 

Q Okay, and then back. And at some point, according 

to your tombstone, in November 1983 you achieved 
the rank of sergeant? 

A That is correct. 

Q And again the promotion from constable to 

sergeant, that's a fairly big deal, relatively 
speaking, within a police force, isn't it? 

A Actually I went to corporal first. 

Q Okay, sorry. 

A And so the sergeant rank was '83. I believe I was 

promoted to corporal sometime in '79 after I'd 
been to the Police College. 
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Q Yeah, so — 

A Class 8 and 9 I was a constable, if I recall 
correctly. Class 14 I'd attained the rank of 
corporal. 

Q Okay. And do you remember how long you worked as 
a corporal? 

A Going by the tombstone, it would have been 
approximately three to four years. 

Q And as a corporal were you still subjected to 
having older peers in the police force who you 
could look to for mentor and guidance, but also in 
the position that you were expected to mentor and 
guide those in the constable ranks below you? 

A Not specifically, ma'am, no. When I was promoted 
to corporal I was transferred into Youth Section. 

Q Okay. 

A Into the Juvenile — at that time it was the 

Juvenile Delinquents Act. We were paired off with 
other Youth officers, usually with an officer that 
had already been working in that section for a 
while, and we were supervised by a — I believe it 
was a Youth staff sergeant. 

Q And within the Saskatoon Police Service around 

that time, of all the membership, which I 
understand was 350 plus back in the 1980s, 1990, 
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when you became a corporal you were one of -- you 
took one of 30, 34 positions that were authorized 
among a group of 300, 350. 

A I'm not sure of the exact number, ma'am, but, yes, 
there was a considerable number of corporal 
positions that came available around that time. 

Q But relative to the membership of the Saskatoon 
Police Service, only a small number could be 
promoted into the corporal position because there 
was a restricted number of positions. 

A That's correct. 

Q Yeah, so every five constables or seven 

constables, one corporal maybe? 

A I'm not sure of the math on it, ma'am. 

Q But certainly there were a lot more constables out 

there than there were corporals. 

A Yes. 

Q And when you were then promoted in 1983, November, 
1983 to sergeant you again were one of a small 
number who was given recognition, presumably, for 
good work and skills as a police officer, which 
was reflected in the attainment of that higher 
rank. 

A I don't think it rested just on that, ma'am. It 
rested on the performance evaluations that I 
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testified to, the examinations that were written 
and so forth. 

Q Yeah, but the -- 

A And then the compilation of those marks averaged 
out. 

Q But would you not agree with me that the 

performance evaluations are a reflection of work 
done well. 

A Yes. 

Q If you're — when your performance is evaluated, 

if you've done good work you get a good mark. 

A That is correct. 

Q And the examination itself would be a reflection 

of your knowledge of working practices as a police 
person in the sergeant's rank. You would have to 
have knowledge that would qualify you for that 
promotion. So, again, it's a reflection. You've 
got obviously good work skills because you passed 
the performance evaluation. You've got good 
knowledge-based skills because you passed an exam. 

A That is correct. 

Q Okay. So, again, what we're talking about here is 

a man who is getting promotions on the basis of 
some merit, some good police skills. 

A Yes. 
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Q Okay. And similarly, sir, in 1991 when you 

achieved — in October 1991 when you achieved the 
rank of staff sergeant, that was a continuation of 
that progression, positive progression through 
police service, which was reflective of good work, 
good knowledge, good skills as a police officer, 
presumably. 

A Yes, ma'am. 

Q Okay. And it was also reflective of, I would 
suggest to you, somebody who demonstrated some 
independence of thinking, somebody who had the 
skills that he could manage tough situations, make 
good judgment calls and give guidance to those 
below you because part of the job still was to 
mentor, guide and help the younger ones along. 

A I would hope that would be — 

Q Yeah, came with it. 

A — the rationale behind it. 

Q Sure. It came with the promotions. The higher up 

the chain you went, the more that was expected of 
you. 

A That's correct. 

Q But the reason you got higher up the chain was 

because of the belief that you could deliver what 
was expected of you at those higher levels. 
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A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now, I want to talk to you then a bit, 

given that you were a sergeant in November, 1990, 
about what basic policing knowledge you had at 
that time regarding the investigations of sudden 
deaths and we've touched on — various counsel 
have touched on parts of this, but I -- and we've 
had some evidence on it from others, but to your 
memory was there a policy within the Saskatoon 
Police Service that gave direction as to how 
complaints or how incidents of sudden death were 
to be investigated? 

A Not that I can recall at this time, ma'am, no. 

Q As a sergeant with the training that you had and 
the knowledge that you had, both from book 
learning and experience, a sudden death on its 
face would have been categorized as a homicide, 
would it not? 

A Until such time it was shown otherwise, yes. 

Q Okay. Now, could you tell me, as a trained police 
officer with the knowledge of the law you had and 
the training that you had as an investigator, what 
you believed you had to do to establish whether or 
not any sudden death that came across your desk to 
be investigated was, in fact, a homicide? 
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A Look at the evidence and see if there was anything 
to indicate that foul play had occurred, that it 
was a suspicious death. 

Q Okay. And in terms of your working knowledge and 
your training, what were the basic fundamental 
skills as a police officer that you were given 
around how you looked at evidence in any and every 
case? 

A With an open mind. 

Q Okay. So we started out with an open mind. 

That's a pretty fundamental one. And going at it 
with an open mind, what would you say was the 
benchmarks of competence that you would have had 
to display to do your job properly? 

A To look at all the evidence. 

Q Okay. And explain to me what, in your mind, and 

I'll get into the specifics of the Stonechild 
case, but I just want to know as a police officer 
how did you approach a sudden death. When you say 
to me that you had to look at all of the evidence, 
what does "look at all of the evidence" mean? 

A If you attend the scene you look at the -- look at 
the scene. Is there anything out of the ordinary, 
anything amiss? Is there anything to indicate 
that the death is suspicious? Is there any 
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information that can be supplied by potential 
witnesses that would indicate that it was 
suspicious or non-suspicious? 

Q Okay. Could we say then or sort of characterize 
what you've just told me as a chronology of best- 
case practices where you have a sudden death to 
investigate. So would you agree with me that the 
best-case practice would be if the investigating 
officer actually attended at the scene? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And best-case practice would be if the 

investigating officer kept a finger on everything 
that happened. He -- not supervised in a strict 
kind of way, I suppose, but that he was on top of 
everything that was going on. He knew that the 
Ident guy was going to do his job. He knew that 
the forensic guys were going to go their job. He 
knew that the scene investigators were going to do 
their job. He knew if it was a case that required 
a dog man, that the dog man was going to come out 
and the dog man would do his job. 

A Yes, you would hope that all those steps would be 
taken. 

Q Okay. Can I ask you to explain to me why you used 
the word "hope." You're a professional police 
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officer. I hope that when I go to my doctor he's 
a good doctor and he does the job well. I hope 
when I make a complaint to the police that he does 
-- he's — you know, the police officer is going 
to do his job well. But you're the guy on the 
spot, you're the police officer, isn't the 
standard expected of you more than hope? Isn't it 
your job to be sure that they all do their jobs 
properly? 

A After the fact you have no control over it, ma'am, 
but — 

Q Okay, well, let's go up — 

A — you would anticipate that if you're not at the 
scene. 

Q Okay, so you're not at the scene. After the fact 
you can't control it, but would you agree with me 
you have an obligation to review what they did in 
your absence and to satisfy yourself that they met 
acceptable standards of police investigative and 
forensic investigation, and if they did, that's 
wonderful, you give them a pat on the back, but if 
they didn't you say to them, "We need more." 

Wasn't that your job? 

A No, not afterwards. 

Q Why not afterwards? 


25 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


5006 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Ms. Knox 

A There was a sergeant sent to the scene, a 

supervisor, to ensure that all the — and if we're 
referring to the Stonechild situation — 

Q Yeah, yeah. 

A — to ensure that — whoever the senior officer 
was that attends the scene is the officer that 
would be responsible for ensuring that all avenues 
were covered at that time. 

Q Okay. Well, let's talk about all avenues being 
covered and let's go to Stonechild, since you're 
anxious to get there. At the scene there was an 
Identification officer who took pictures. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Would you, not having been at the scene 

yourself, not think that, "Well, I didn't get to 
go there, but if I look at the pictures I'll see 
what it was like." Would that be a prudent police 
practice for the officer in charge of the file? 

A Not necessarily, ma'am. 

Q I'm talking about — let's separate ourselves from 

what you did. We know what you did and what you 
didn't do, but as a trained police officer with 
the skills that got you promoted to the position 
that you were in on November 29th, November 30th, 
1990, would a well-trained, prudent police 
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officer, if he did his job to the best, highest 
standard of proper police conduct, not avail 
himself of an opportunity, or should he not have 
availed himself of an opportunity to look at the 
scene in pictures, given that he -- he wasn't on 
shift when the call came in, no fault of his. By 
the time he came on shift the body has been 
removed but, hey, you know, this is bonus. You 
got a record here. You had 40, 44 shots taken by 
Sergeant Morton in the Ident section. So you had 
the means to visually examine that scene, didn't 
you? 

A At looking at pictures, yes, I did. 

Q Yes. You had the means to visually examine the 

scene by looking at pictures. 

A At looking at pictures, yes. 

Q Yes. You had the means to talk to the sergeant 
who was sent out there and find out what he did 
and say to him, "That's great, you did a really 
good job, but what about this? Did you do this? 
Did you do that?" If he didn't do it, to say, 
"Why didn't you do it? Can we go back and do it 
now?" Didn't you? 

A I did have, yes. 

Q You didn't do that, though, did you? 
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A No, but I was satisfied with what he had put in 
his report. 

Q What were you satisfied with that was in the 
sergeant's report? 

A Or with the reports that I had received. 

Q Okay. You didn't have a sergeant's report, did 
you? 

A I don't believe so. 

Q No, you had a report from a young constable, I 

don't remember his years of service, but he was a 
young constable, Lagi — 

A Lagimodiere. 

Q Yeah, you had his report, but there was no report 

on file that you had that you made note of in your 
notebook or included in your police report on 
November 30th to say, "The sergeant left a report 
for me. This is what he did. I'm satisfied he 
did everything that I would have done if I'd been 
out there." 

A Correct. 

Q Okay. So you didn't get a sergeant's report. 

A No. 

Q And you didn't go to talk to him because you 
didn't record that you talked to him. 

A No, I didn't. 
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Q Okay. Now, there was the dog man that went out 
there. You knew that? 

A Yes. 

Q And you know the reasons why the dog man went out? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. You had a body of a young man found in a 

remote area of the city, missing an essential 
piece of clothing for any weather, but 
particularly in that kind of weather. He was 
missing a shoe. 

A That is correct. 

Q Okay. Not only was he missing a shoe, if you had 

looked at the photographs you would have seen that 
one of his socks was worn through, looking like 
maybe he'd walked a distance without his shoe? 

A Had I looked at the photographs, yes. I believe 
it was in one of the reports. 

Q Okay. And had you talked to the sergeant, you 

would have been able to conclude, and maybe you 
did conclude, that you had to wonder how the guy 
got there, how far did he walk without his shoe? 
Did he walk at all without his shoe? Did he get 
dropped right there and die right there? 

A I don't know, ma'am. 

Q But those questions were obvious questions for a 
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prudent police officer to ask, weren't they? 

A I would agree with you on that, yes. 

Q Okay. Now, what is your — or what then in 1990, 
November, 1990, was your understanding of the role 
and function of the Canine Unit with respect to 
assisting officers at crime scenes? 

A To simply search the scene for any items of 
evidence. 

Q Okay. And what was your understanding of the 

parameters of the search that they could do, the 
dog and the dog man? 

A I was not a dog man, ma'am, but my understanding 
was that in extreme temperatures, that the 
functions of the dog is somewhat limited. 

Q Did you talk to the dog man to find out what he 
could actually have done at the scene, given the 
cold conditions and the scene that he found? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q Okay. So you don't know or you didn't know then 
whether he had done everything that he could 
possibly do that would have tested, perhaps not 
his abilities so much as the abilities and skills 
of his dog? 

A That's correct. 

Q Okay. Now assuming for the moment if you had 
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talked to him and he had said, "Well, you know, 
we're pretty limited out there." I forget the 
temperature, I think it was minus 20, minus 25 
that day? 

A I'm not sure. 

Q It was pretty cold. 

A Somewhere in there. 

Q You know, people were standing around there in the 
news videos and I think you could see their breath 
in the air, it was that cold. That's cold. But 
if you had talked to him and he had said to you, 
"Well, I only did a ten-minute search because it 
was pretty cold and the dog loses the scent", 
would that have precluded you, if you were the 
sergeant at the scene, and did it preclude the 
sergeant at the scene from sending some men out on 
foot to see what they could find because, you 
know, a shoe is not — it's not something that you 
can only get by smell. That's a pretty visible 
object, isn't it? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you determine, through the officers who 

attended, to your satisfaction in accordance with 
proper police principles as you knew them, that a 
thorough search had been done of that area where 
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the body was found within reasonable parameters to 
see if they could find that shoe anywhere? 

A I didn't specifically go and ask anyone at all. 

Q Okay. Did you determine, and this may be a silly 
question, but it sounded like, and the pictures 
looked like there's some fresh fallen snow, did 
you determine whether anybody took a walk around 
to see whether they found any other indications in 
the snow, anywhere in that 57th Street area, that 
that boy might have been stumbling along, fallen 
in the snow, got up, walked some more, fallen in 
the snow? Do any of that? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q Okay. Should the sergeant at the scene, who 
wasn't you, should he have done that? 

A It would certainly have assisted possibly in 
checking the area. 

Q It sure as hell wouldn't have hurt, would it? 

A No, definitely not. 

Q Okay. And you made the statement, I believe 

yesterday, that the reason why you didn't go back 
after you took over the file or you were assigned 
the file to have more investigation done at the 
scene was because it was contaminated by that 
time. Now, can you explain to me from a policing 





1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 


5013 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Ms. Knox 

perspective and police training how that scene was 
contaminated when you took over the file 7:30 that 
evening — or 5:00 that evening? 

A I would suggest that once the police personnel who 
were at the scene leave the scene, once ambulance 
personnel are allowed in to remove the deceased, 
the contamination starts at that point. Once the 
scene has been vacated by all police personnel 
anyone and everyone would have access to that 
area. 

Q But what's the contamination if all you were 

trying to do is find out two things: one, was this 
a homicide; and two, down the road to satisfy the 
mind of a grieving mother as to how her young son 
got there. If you found his shoe a day or two 
days or five days later and it was five blocks 
away, would that not have been of some assistance 
perhaps? 

A Oh, perhaps it would have been. 

Q Could have, in fact, given you some direction as 

to where he might have been dropped off by a car, 
if he was dropped off by a car as opposed to 
walking? 

A It may very well have, yes. 

Q Okay. Could have been that you might have found 
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tire tracks beside his shoe. 

A There's a lot of possibilities there, yes, ma'am. 

Q And as a prudent, trained police officer would it 
not have been a prudent thing to have done — it 
wasn't done, but should it have been done? 

A It would be a judgment call, I guess, of the 
officer at the scene. 

Q Okay. But, sir, you told me earlier that your 
understanding and your training is that every 
sudden death is a homicide and it's the job of the 
police to rule out foul play. If you don't do the 
elementary stuff, like look for the shoe, look at 
the point where he was dropped off, if he was 
dropped off, look at how — what path he took that 
caused him to be found in this field away from the 
streets and everything, aren't you dropping the 
ball a bit? 

A Possibly, yes, ma'am. 

Q Okay. Now, you said this morning that — and it 
was in reference to a question or a reply to a 
question from my learned friend, Mr. Curtis that, 
"Yeah, you know, that area out there was a pretty 
busy area. It was an industrial area, but there 
were people coming and going all hours of the day 
and night for employment purposes and stuff like 
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that." I heard that right this morning, didn't I? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now it was an industrial area, but it 

wasn't a heavily filled area. It wasn't like we 
were in the, you know, Silicon Valley or something 
like that, there was big distances between 
buildings, and only a few of those buildings, if 
any of them, would have had a — a shift system in 
place for employees, would you agree? Most of 
those were warehouses. 

A I don't know what they had for shift systems, 

ma'am, other than there was a lot of traffic that 
travelled through the north industrial area. 

Q Okay. So let's go where you were this morning. 
Let's assume for the moment that one of your -- 
your pieces of information, whether correctly or 
wrongly, in 1990, was this was an active area and 
there was shift work going on out there. How hard 
would it have been for you, as a prudent police 
officer, to pick up the phone and find out which 
of those business premises out there were 
operating with staff and what hours of the day 
they were operating? 

A I suppose it would have been simple enough to pick 
up the phone. 
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Q Pretty darn simple, wouldn't it? 

A Yes. 

Q And if you could have figured that out, how hard 

would it have been for you, or any of the officers 
in the Saskatoon Police Service, to go out and do 
a business-to-business canvass out there and 
inquire whether anybody had seen anything peculiar 
in the days prior to and the day up to the point 
when those two young men found the body of Neil 
Stonechild? 

A It probably wouldn't have been that difficult for 

us . 

Q Okay. Now, I see that done on TV and I have to 
tell you I have past experience working with 
police as a prosecutor for 15 years, but that, in 
my working on files with police, is pretty much 
kind of a standard operating procedure when you're 
trying to figure out pieces of a puzzle, like what 
happened here? How did this happen? Was it 
standing operating procedure that you knew and 
could have used but chose not to? 

A I don't think I chose not to. 

Q Then tell me why you didn't. 

A I didn't take that step. 

Q Why didn't you take that step? 
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A I don't know at the time, ma'am. 

Q Okay. Were you working up to your, you know, full 
performance at that time? We've been — questions 
have been asked about your health now. What was 
your health like back in 1990? 

A Okay as far as I can recall. 

Q You were younger than you are now. 

A Yes. 

Q You didn't have any heart problems. 

A No. 

Q You were a healthy working officer. You had 

nothing happening that would have impaired your 
ability to do your job, if you'd chosen to do it 
to the best of your ability. 

A No, there was no health problems. 

Q No health problems. 

A No. 

Q So — and in terms of the evidence that's before 
the Commission, and I'll just go off here for a 
moment because it leads nicely into here, I think. 
There's been some suggestion that — and it was 
raised with you today — that, you know, things 
were a little bit tight at the Saskatoon Police 
Service in terms of staffing, and you've agreed 
that, yeah, you know, you didn't have the best. 
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you know, manpower allotments for all of the work 
that needed to be done, and I don't think anybody 
takes issue that things were a little bit tight. 

A No, that's correct. 

Q You know, in every job. I'll bet you if you 

talked to them today the Saskatoon Police members 
working today would say that they could use more 
men. 

A No doubt, yes. 

Q They could do a better job if they had more men. 

A Yes. 

Q That's pretty much standard. If you talk to the 
hospital, if they had more people they could do a 
better job. Everybody always wants more. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now, in 19 — just give me a moment, I 

dropped your tombstone. In 1983 when you took the 
promotion as sergeant, November 28th, 1983, and up 
to November 29th, 1990 when you were assigned the 
file on Neil Stonechild, were you complaining to 
your superiors that you had too much work and not 
enough time on a routine basis? 

A No. 

Q Okay. So you weren't one of the people, if there 

were people within the rank and file who was 
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feeling hard done by? 

A I think we were all feeling hard done by as far as 
the workload, but there was — there was no point 
in complaining. There was nowhere to get manpower 
from. 

Q Okay. And were you one of the officers, as is 
often the case with police officers and other 
professionals who, if a job needed to be done you 
didn't necessarily stop the clock at five o'clock, 
but you'd keep going if you were inclined to do 
it. Nothing prohibited you from putting in an 
extra hour of overtime, except you're not going to 
get paid for it and your wife might get a little 
ticked, but you had the means to do that if you 
chose to do it? 

A Yes. 

Q And you'd done that in the past, hadn't you? 

A I believe I had on occasion, yes. 

Q Yeah, you weren't one of those guys who said, 

"It's five o'clock, my shift is over, she can 
sink, I'm out of here." 

A Some days we did. 

Q But not every day. 

A No. 

Q You know, you have a tendency to downplay the 
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contribution you made, but you were a pretty 
diligent guy when you wanted to be, weren't you? 

A I did my job. 

Q Yeah, and as you agreed earlier, you did it well 

by and large, as is evident in the recognition you 
got through the promotion, the secondment and so 
forth. 

A It would appear that way, yes. 

Q Yeah, okay. Now you indicated this morning and 
the record is pretty clear that when you were 
assigned the file on November 29th you spent a few 
hours working on it? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And I'm going to refer you to — I believe 
it's P-61. 

A I don't have it. 

Q No, I have to give it to you. And P-61, we'll all 
agree, is the police report or the part of the 
police report, if it's partial, that Constable 
Louttit found in his footlocker in 2001. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. But what is contained, you'll agree, in P- 
61 is the record of information that you 
apparently had made available to you when you took 
this file over on November 29th, or when the file 
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was assigned to you on November 29th, 1990. 

A Yes, it would have been the initial reports from 

Lagimodiere and then the follow-up report from the 
Ident officer. 

Q Okay. And you also have your notes that you made 
at the time. 

A Yes. 

Q And I just have to get those to you so that 
they're over in front of you as well. 

KNOX: Mr. Commissioner, I'm also 

directing the witness to P-106, which I'll be 
referring to. 

Q Now taking in total your notebook entries, which 

are P-106 and the pages that relate to this case, 
and your — the police report, which is P-61, I 
have a number of questions I want to ask you, and 
I'm going to switch between the two of them as I 
go along. If I confuse you, stop me. Now, could 
you go to the page in your notebook that is the 
first entry that you made in respect of this file 
on October — sorry, November 29th, 1990? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. So you're open at that page. And could you 
go to the page of P-61 that is the first report 
that you completed in respect to your work on this 
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investigation, and that's your report dated 
November 29th, 1990, which was completed by you at 
2400 hours. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now, you indicated in earlier examination 

and cross-examination that you got your initial 
information from the report of Constable — the 
first constable at the scene. Constable 
Lagimodiere. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And it was pointed out to you that you have 
some notebooks (sic) in your notebook that precede 
the actual typing of his report, and I take it the 
simple explanation for that is that maybe you 
talked to him or somebody else gave you a summary 
of what he had observed at the scene and then you 
verified it when his report was ready and passed 
into your hands? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And similarly when — or perhaps I'll start 
here. When you were given his report, up to that 
point in time what information had you had about 
what you were being asked to investigate? 

A I don't know what information I would have had, 

ma'am, other than that there had been a sudden 
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death. 

Q Okay. But can we agree that there's no 

indications that you talked with the sergeant that 
went out? 

A No. 

Q There's no indication that you talked with anybody 
who was at the scene, except perhaps him, other 
than Sergeant Morton? 

A Sergeant Morton was the one individual that I 
spoke with. 

Q And at some point later you talked with Dr. Fern, 
in fairness, who was also at the scene. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. So in terms of the people who were actually 
at the scene, face-to-face conversations that you 
undertook as the investigating officer were with 
Morton and with Dr.Fern. 

A Dr. Fern was by phone call. 

Q Okay, sorry, by phone call, but you had an in- 

person, in-person as in voice, like let's talk 
about this as opposed to reading what was in a 
report. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. When you read the report from the young 

constable, Lagimodiere, did it cause any questions 
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in your mind or did you feel the need to look for 
any additional information? 

A Not at that time I don't believe, no. 

Q Would you agree with me that for — and since you 
were teaching report writing at the Police College 

— that, you know, objectively he didn't do a bad 
report. He put a fair amount of detail in there 
for you to work with. 

A Yes. 

Q And, in fact, he flagged what should have been a 

number of significant issues for the investigating 
officer whose responsibilities was to determine if 
this was a homicide. 

A I'm not sure what areas you're referring to, 

ma'am. 

Q Well, I'm just looking at the first page where he 

— well, first off he talks — he described the 
location where he found the body, which was a 
remote location. It's not on a roadside. 

A No, it was standard procedure, who, what, where, 
when. 

Q Yeah, but he described for you that this body was 
found in a field away from the path of traffic. 

A Yes. 

Q That's pretty apparent from his first paragraph or 
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where he said — after he says that he's doing the 
report, "At 1254 hours I was dispatched to — 

So it's one o'clock in the day, he's dispatched 
out. He's got a body in a field. 

A Yes. 

Q And, you know, I can figure out from that that 

we're talking about, you know, this guy didn't get 
out of a car and fall down or something. He 
didn't get off a bus and fall down. Somehow he 
ended up in a field, which would suggest that 
maybe he either had to walk there or he was taken 
there. 

A That's correct. 

Q Okay. Now, if you look at his next paragraph, 

again he gave you some fairly detailed information 
that should have raised a second flag. His first 
flag is, you know, this is a little bit unusual, 
it's off the beaten path. His second flag is his 
description of what this young boy was wearing, 
don't you think, and the fact that his shoe was 
missing here. 

A Okay. 

Q Would you agree that that was a flag? 

A I don't know if it was a flag. It was an 

observation that he made and put it into his 
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report. 

Q As a trained investigator on sudden deaths 

wouldn't it have been a question to you to say, 
well, the first question is, okay, looking at 
where he is, how did he get there? 

A Yes. 

Q Elementary? Second question, was anybody else 
involved in him getting there? 

A Yes, we don't know. 

Q Exactly. You didn't know, but that was the 

obvious question, wasn't it, because there were a 
few things that you could figure out pretty 
quickly. This is a remote location. There's no 
buses that go out there. Agreed? 

A Agreed. 

Q There's no social centres out there for youth. 

A Correct. 

Q There's no homes out there. 

A Not in that immediate vicinity, no. 

Q No, you've got to go over to the other side of 
Warman Road to get to homes, across railway 
tracks, as I understand it, across Warman Road. 

Not easy. In fact, it's a pain to get there even 
today by car because it's kind of cut off. 

There's no main thoroughfare that takes you out of 
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that industrial area into the residential area 
that's opposite some distance. 

A Right. 

Q Okay. So we know that he couldn't have done that 
and nobody could have dropped him off by doing 
that, agreed? So that would kind of be a flag 
question for you. 

A Okay. 

Q In addition to the fact that there's no homes, 

there's no businesses, there's nothing like that 
out there that he would have been going to, there 
was nothing about this boy that, you know, sort of 
indicated a reason for him being there. There 
wasn't signs that there'd been an outdoor party 
like beer bottles, you know, broken glass, 
cigarette butts, anything to suggest a bunch of 
kids had gotten together, even though it would be 
pretty odd, and had kind of a little get-together 
out there. 

A There was nothing in the report to indicate that, 
no. 

Q He was a lone soul out there from all indications 
in the report of the constable because he talked 
about walking a bit in a northerly direction, not 
seeing any evidence of others being around there. 
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didn't he? 

A Yes. 

Q And then he identified for the investigator, as it 
turns out, you, that this guy was missing a shoe. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. He also identified, if I'm remembering it 

correctly, and you can correct me on this, that — 
I don't know actually if he did identify that 
there was a hole in the sock, but he did give you 
a description of what he was wearing. He also 
gave you a description of the whole area around 
him, the footprints and indicated in his report 
that he didn't check any further beyond what he 
described in that paragraph but he called in 
others to attend to the scene, didn't he? 

A Yes. 

Q He did what you would have told him as a junior 

constable to do, don't contaminate the scene, you 
know, call in the proper people to investigate 
this . 

A Preserve the scene until the -- 

Q Yeah. 

A — identification people get there. 

Q Yeah, he did all that. And they came out. 
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Q Okay. Now, once they came out, who became 
responsible for the scene? 

A The identification officer I believe takes charge 
of the scene. 

Q And the sergeant who came out because nobody from 
Morality was available would be the other senior 
officer there? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now, the constable told you something else 
in that report. In addition to telling you that 
Sergeant Morton took photographs, which — which 
Sergeant Morton himself told you, he also told you 
that Sergeant Morton took some video. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. You've indicated and agree that you didn't 

go look at the photographs because, you know, they 
might have helped but, you know, it was — it was 
post-scene. Did you go look at the video? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q Was there a reason why you wouldn't have taken 
benefit of having — you've not only got your 
photographs here but you got a — you got a movie 
here too, you can go look at the movie. 

A No, I didn't look at the video. 

Q Okay. As a properly trained senior officer, you 
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know, responsible for this investigation, did it 
not occur to you that that might have been 
helpful? 

A Not necessarily. I -- I believe I may have been 
of the opinion that had there been anything of 
significance that the identification officer would 
— would identify as being significant that he 
would have included it in his report and contacted 
me in regards to it. 

Q But, Mr. Jarvis, didn't you tell me or agree with 
me earlier that it was your job as the 
investigator to make sure that all those guys did 
their job properly? 

A If you're at the scene, yes, it is. 

Q And if you're not at the scene but you have the 

good luck that you had, that you could look at the 
scene, would you not agree with me that it would 
have been prudent police investigative practice 
for you to take in that look at the scene via 
photo and video? 

A It may have been, yes. 

Q Okay. Sergeant Morton, as an identification 

officer, to your knowledge did he have any 
training in investigating sudden deaths? 

A I don't know. 
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Q Did you have any reason to believe in November, 

November 29 th , 1990 that you were dealing with an 
officer who was experienced in more than taking 
pictures and examining crime scenes? 

A Yes, he was an officer that had been on the — 
with the police service for several years. 

Q Okay. But did you have any reason to think he 
would know the important investigative steps in 
determining whether an event was a homicide? 

A Based on his experience as an identification 
officer I would hope he would, yeah. 

Q Did you inquire with him what that experience was, 
did you inquire with him what his thoughts were as 
to how this body — boy might have gotten out 
there and — 

A No, I didn't. 

Q You didn't. 

A No. 

Q Did you inquire of him specifically whether there 
was anything at the scene that he recorded, either 
in video or photograph, that maybe you should take 
a look at? 

A I don't recall inquiring of him, no. 

Q Okay. So, given that you didn't make a note that 
you inquired of him, and you've told us many times 
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that what you do is in your notebook, could we 
conclude that you probably didn't inquire of him? 
You did, just as you said, you assumed if there 
was anything you should be concerned about he'd 
bring it to your attention. 

A If there was anything he felt I should be informed 
of, yes. 

Q Yeah. And you were satisfied to leave that in the 
hands of a junior member who wasn't responsible 
for the conduct of your file but whose role was 
only to perform a function of identification 
services. 

A Yes, you rely on — on identification at any crime 
scene. 

Q Okay. But, sir, I talked with you about what 
prudent police practices would have been for a 
trained officer assigned to investigate homicides 
and you've indicated what the prudent practices 
were. Would you have any — or did you have any 
reason to think that Sergeant Morton — was he a 
constable then or a sergeant? 

A I believe he was a sergeant. 

Q Okay. Do you have — did you have any reason to 

think that he would have been aware of the 
practices that a prudent police officer such as 
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yourself should follow? 

A I don't know if you have any specific reason. I 

would have expected that he — he himself had also 
attained the rank of sergeant and should have a 
working knowledge. He worked through the ranks as 
a police officer and would have a working 
knowledge of what's required at scenes and — and 
investigations. 

Q Yeah. And, I mean, I don't mean to be facetious. 
He may have had a working knowledge of, you know, 
blood splatter analysis or how to get to the moon, 
but at the end of the day it didn't matter what he 
had a working knowledge of because you were the 
officer in charge of this file, weren't you? 

A It was assigned to me, yes. 

Q And it was your working knowledge that was 

supposed to make the determination as to whether 
or not this was a homicide. 

A Not after the fact, no, ma'am. I believe that 
decision would have been made by the officers 
attending the scene, and if they were concerned 
that it was a homicide then the Major Crimes Unit 
should have been called out. 

Q Sir, they're standing in the freezing cold looking 
at a body in the snow bank — 
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A Yes. 

Q — with limited resources available to them, and 

you were prepared in November, 1990 to assume that 
they could have made a snap judgment that 
fulfilled your responsibility to conclude whether 
or not this was a homicide? 

A They're the ones at the scene, they're the ones 
that are viewing the body. 

Q So if I — if we follow what you're saying to its 
logical conclusion, then we're wasting a hell of a 
lot of money on police services because the guy 
who goes to the scene can figure out the answer. 

A I'm not saying they can figure out the answer, 
ma'am. 

Q Well, you just told us that you assume that the 

guys who went to the scene in this case figured it 
out and you didn't need to worry about it, didn't 
you? 

A If the officers attending the scene look at the 
scene and feel that it is a homicide, then they 
would call Major Crimes, that's regardless of who 
attends the scene. 

Q So if the officers go to the scene they make a 

snap judgment or a relatively snap judgment, and I 
don't mean to diminish what they did there but 
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nobody was there very long, they made a judgment 
that this isn't a homicide. As far as you're 
concerned that's pretty much case closed on the 
issue of whether or not this was a homicide. 

A That was their — their call at the time and I 
thought the — 

Q And you didn't feel any responsibility when you 
were assigned the file that you needed to check 
this out or verify the validity of their call if 
that was the call they made. 

A Not their call, no. 

Q Okay. You didn't even feel it necessary to talk 
to the senior man who went out there, the 
sergeant, to see why he made that call if, in 
fact, as you assumed, he made that call. 

A No, I didn't talk to Sergeant Petty. 

Q Yeah. And you didn't talk to the dog guy who went 
out there to see why he only did a brief survey of 
the area, and determine why he only did a brief 
survey and why he didn't engage in an extensive 
search to try to find that missing shoe. 

A No, I didn't talk to him. 

Q You didn't talk to Sergeant Petty to say, "You 

know, maybe we should do a little bit more to try 
to figure out the mechanics of this, how did this 
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boy get there?" 

A No, I didn't talk to Sergeant Petty. 

Q You were satisfied that the judgments they made, 
standing there in the snow, took off your 
shoulders any responsibility to determine whether 
this was a homicide. 

A I don't know if it took off my shoulders, but I 

was satisfied with the work of what they had done 
at the scene that they left the report accordingly 
that it was a sudden death. 

Q Okay. But what had they done at the scene or what 
had they seen at the scene that made you 
comfortable concluding, as you are testifying 
today that, you know, this was just, you know, a 
boy who wandered out and froze in the field? 

A I believe at the time, ma'am, the report would 

indicate that there was nothing, first of all, to 
indicate violence on the — on the youth, and the 
report was left accordingly, if you will, as a 
sudden death, and the investigation follows up 
from that. 

Q Does nothing to — sorry. Does nothing to 

indicate, or nothing from them to indicate that 
there was violence put upon the youth prior to him 
being found in the snowbank, conclude the inquiry 
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as to whether this is a homicide, from your point 
of view? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. What about if, and I'm going to put some 
what about if's at you. What about if what had 
happened to this young boy was that he was sucker 
punched in the gut a number of times and he was 
held down to the point that he passed out? 

Without any infliction of physical injury you can 
get sucker punched in the gut many times, and you 
don't have any bruises, you don't have any 
bleeding, you don't have any signs of violence 
being played upon your body prior to your death, 
do you? 

A I don't know. I'm not qualified in that area 
whether you're going to have bruising or not. 

Q Okay. Let's talk about the work that you did as a 
police officer. (Phone rings) It's not mine. In 
your career, how many sudden deaths, particularly 
in your assignment as sergeant for that seven-year 
period, how many sudden deaths do you figure you 
investigated? 

A I don't know, ma'am. 

Q Was it more than one? 
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Q Well, it was more than three because we know you 
were involved in three similar, or like this one 
where there was a frozen person found. 

A Yes, there were two others. 

Q So we know you were involved in more than three. 

A Yes. 

Q Were you ever involved in sudden deaths where 

people were violently beaten up and there were 
obvious signs of trauma? 

A Not that I can recall, no, ma'am. 

Q Were you ever involved in sudden deaths that were 

suspicious but no obvious signs of trauma? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. What then, in your experience, would 

constitute a suspicious death where you had no 
obvious signs of trauma? Give me some examples, 
if you could, from your career. 

A We had the one youth that was found approximately 
half a block from his home. He was frozen in the 
back alley — 

Q M' hm. 

A — just off Idylwyld Drive. 

Q M' hm. 

A There was no rhyme or reason as to how he got 

there initially. As a result of the investigation 
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we were able to determine that he had ingested 
drugs and gone outside, not a half a block from 
his residence, and passed out. 

Q Yeah. So to conclude in that case that there was 
no foul play, you found evidence, medical 
evidence, that he'd ingested drugs. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Give me another example in your career 

where you investigated sudden deaths where there 
was no sign of trauma but they were suspicious. 

A I can't think of one offhand. The only other was 
the other frozen individual and that was as a 
result of sniffing. 

Q Okay. But again, in the first guy — or are we 

talking about the same guy, the ingested drugs was 
sniffing? 

A No. 

Q Okay. 

A This was a separate individual that was found — 
found actually in the middle of the field area 
immediately south of the Saskatoon Inn. 

Q M'hm. And his was a case of sniffing. 

A Yes. Partially ingesting the fumes from wood 

glue. 

Q Okay. Now, you had — okay, let's deal with 
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those. You have a boy found a half block from his 
parents' home. It kind of causes some questions 
but you were able to conclude, based on proper 
medical examination, that he had ingested drugs 
and he died of an overdose. 

A Yes. He died actually from ingesting Gravol which 
was a cheap high, I believe, at the time. 

Q Yeah. So in some respects his death is as a 
result of a drug overdose, the exposure was a 
secondary. 

A Yes. One contributed to the other. 

Q Yeah, but — but for the Gravol ingestion that 

caused him to be — to experience the overdose 
symptoms, probably wouldn't have stayed in an 
alley a half block from home, he probably would 
have gone home. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. So that one you've got something 

suspicious, you investigated, and once you got the 
toxicology report you could conclude that this was 
an accidental death in — in that sense. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now, the second one that you investigated 

where it was sniffing wood glue, again I presume 
you got some sort of a toxicology report. 
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A I don't believe so, ma'am. It was an individual 
who had been located by a culvert. There was 
obvious evidence, if you will, both on the 
deceased and also around, where there was empty 
and partially empty cans of wood glue, there was 
wood glue traces on the face, on the clothing. 

Q So again, kind of a pretty easy conclusion to make 
from the scene investigation. There was an 
explanation apparent at the scene as to why this 
young man had died. 

A Yes. 

Q And, in fact, you — you indicated he was in a 
field just around the Saskatoon Inn. 

A Immediately south of Saskatoon Inn across Circle 

Drive. 

Q Okay. Not that far from, you know, a busy road 
area, not that far from business establishments 
like hotels and stuff like that. 

A Correct. 

Q Yeah. Easy distance, you know, easy proximity to 

lots of traffic, lots of people. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now, would you agree with me that in the 

Neil Stonechild case you didn't have any of that? 

A No, we didn't. 
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Q You had a totally, to borrow your word, a totally 
inexplicable crime scene. 

A Yes. We had a young man up in a — in an 

industrial area, in an open area south of the 
Hitachi plant. 

Q Okay. And would you agree with me there was 

nothing to indicate that this young man had any 
medical problems or anything like that, that would 
have contributed to him wandering off into a field 
and — and dying as he died? 

A X don't have any information on that, no, ma'am. 

I mean — 

Q Well, wouldn't it have been part of your job to 
look for that information? 

A Once I had received further information on the 
file I learned that he had consumed alcohol. 

Q Okay. But in the preliminary stages when you went 
and talked to his mom that night after the body 
was identified and told her, there was nothing to 
indicate that this boy had any mental health 
problems, he had no issues like epilepsy, he 
wasn't taking any prescribed medications that he 
might have taken, overused or caused himself to 
get into a disoriented state, no reason why he'd 
be out in that area of the city, there was nothing 
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that connected him or that family or anyone known 
to them to that area of the city? 

A Not to my knowledge at that time, no, ma'am. 

Q And that would have been the kind of information 

that you would have wanted to receive or expected 
to receive from the mom when you went and told her 
where her son was found and that he was dead, 
wasn't it? 

A I don't know if I would have expected it. 

Q But if she had that knowledge you would — 

A If she had that knowledge I'm sure she would have 

imparted that knowledge to me. 

Q You would — yeah, that would be the — 

A Yes. 

Q — kind of thing that — that you and she and the 

brother and others would tell you. Now, unlike 
the boy who was a half block from home and the boy 

— or the young man in the field out by the 
Saskatoon Inn, you agreed with me already no 
really easy way for this young boy to get where he 

— where he was found. 

A Are we talking about Mr. Stonechild? 

Q Mr. Stonechild, yeah. 

A No. 

Q No buses. 
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A No. 

Q Did you check to see whether any taxis might have 
dropped a young boy off out there in that — 

A No, I didn't. 

Q — time frame? Was that an area of inquiry that 
you could easily have made, just like you could 
have inquired which businesses were open out 
there? 

A I could have, yes. 

Q Yeah. Any reason for you not to inquire? 

A I don't believe I thought about it at the time, 

ma'am. 

Q Okay. But there was nothing — nobody said to 
you, "This kid had no money, I know he had no 
money, he had no way to pay a bus fare, he had no 
way to pay a taxi?" In fact, you had information 
that just prior to his last time seen in the 
company of people he was going down to the 7- 
Eleven to buy some stuff. 

A That came as a result of the follow-up 
investigation, yes. 

Q Yeah, but through the course of the couple of days 
that you worked on this you found out — or you — 
you found nothing to cause you to think that this 
kid wouldn't have had some money that would have 
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let him hire a taxi or something like that if he 
wanted to. 

A No, there was some money that they — they had 
acquired, yes. 

Q Yeah. Okay. And apart from the speculation that 
you did yourself in your report, well, maybe he 
was going out to the correctional centre because 
he told a group home worker he was going to turn 
himself in after he had a bit of time to think, 
absolutely no rational thought process to lead him 
out there, was there? You even say yourself now 
that that was — that's pretty flimsy speculation 
on your part. 

A I was thinking out loud as — as to why he may 
have been up there. 

Q Okay. When you were thinking out loud as to why 
he may have been up there, did you think out loud 
that if, well, that's kind of stunned because if 
he wanted to turn himself in he could have gone to 
the police station, he could have flagged down a 
police car, he could have phoned his group home 
worker like he said he would do? There was a lot 
easier ways to turn yourself in than to go 
wandering off in those temperatures out in that 
area of the city that he had no connection to. 
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A Oh, yes. 

Q Yeah. 

A Definitely. 

Q And from where he was, his last known place that 

you saw him, he was on bus routes, lighted 
streets, not physically that far from a straight 
ride downtown to the police station. 

A Correct. 

Q Okay. Just if he was going to turn himself in 
that was about the hardest way he could have 
figured out to do it, wasn't it? 

A Being in the location that he was in at that time 

when he was found, that location would — would be 
close to the correctional centre. The previous 
location that he was last seen in by Mr. Roy at 
Snowberry Downs definitely was in a residential 
area — 

Q Yeah. 

A — easy access to the police, if you will, and 
downtown. 

Q Easy access to his mom's house, easy access to his 
friend's house, the girl that was named as the 
possible girlfriend Julie — Julie Binning where 
he'd been earlier in the night. 
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Q Easy access to all kinds of places to get to turn 
himself in. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And going to the correctional centre was — 
you never received any information to suggest that 
he ever turned himself in to the correctional 
centre, ever thought about — or talked about 
turning himself in to the correctional centre, 
ever even, in fact, knew where the correctional 
centre was. 

A I don't know if he knew where it was but, no, I 
didn't have — 

Q You certainly had nothing in your investigation 

that put that on his radar screen in your mind as 
a possible point of reference for him to turn 
himself in. 

A No. I had no information that said that. 

Q Okay. In fact, you had no information to suggest 
that he, as I said to you, he even knew where the 
correctional centre was, because you had no 
information to suggest he had ever at any time in 
his young life gone out there even to visit a 
relative or anything like that, had you? 

A I didn't have that knowledge, no. 

Q No. And you didn't inquire as to whether or not 
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he might have had that as a point of reference. 

You just put that thought in your mind, you 
speculated out loud, and you put it in your 
report. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. But you'd agree with me that that was a 

pretty shaky — 

A It was a speculation that — 

Q Yeah. 

A — I was thinking out loud, ma'am. 

Q Yeah but, sir, thinking out loud is one thing. To 

include it in your report as part of your 
rationale for deciding that this wasn't a homicide 
and no foul play takes it beyond speculation, 
doesn't it? 

A I don't believe that was what caused me to feel 
that it wasn't a homicide. I think it was the 
information that I got from the pathologist — 

Q Yeah. 

A — in speaking with medical personnel. 

Q Yeah. And the information you got from the 

pathologist I'm not going to go into in detail, 
because it was canvassed, but he told you there 
was no obvious signs of trauma that could have 
caused his death. 
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A Yes, no signs of violence or injury that would 
have contributed to his death. 

Q But he didn't say to you that there was no — 

there was reason to conclude that this boy hadn't 
been in a fight, that he hadn't been dropped off 
out there or anything other things that would 
constitute a homicide, did he? 

A No. 

Q He just told you the guy didn't have any signs of 
being seriously beaten up beyond a few scratches 
on his nose. 

A Correct. 

Q And as a trained police officer and knowledgeable 

of the law and knowledgeable of what constitutes 
homicide, were you comfortable concluding just on 
that basis that, you know, this isn't — this 
isn't a homicide, this isn't suspicious, this guy 
just wandered off in the field and froze. 

A I was satisfied that he had not been beaten, based 
on that information. I still wasn't necessarily 
satisfied as to how he got to that location. 

Q Okay. How could you be satisfied that he wasn't 
beaten based on what the doctor told you? 

A Based on the doctors telling me that there was no 
signs of violence — 
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Q But, sir — 

A — to the deceased. 

Q — didn't the doctor tell you there was no obvious 
signs of violence? In other words what the doctor 
said to you really was, you know, "If he got beat 
up they didn't leave any marks on him." 

A No, I don't recall him saying that to me at all. 

Q But, I mean, that's basically what he -- when the 

doctor says to you, a pathologist says there's no 
obvious signs — 

A Correct. 

Q --he's not saying to you this guy wasn't beaten 
up, is he? 

A I believe he indicated that, and I indicated in my 
report, that he had — he had died from natural 
causes and freezing. 

Q I'm going to refer you to Exhibit P-85. You'll 
agree with me that you concluded your file on 
December 5 th — 

A Yes. 

Q — five o'clock in the evening. And your evidence 
to this commission is that you concluded it 
because you were satisfied on the basis of the 
evidence you had from the coroner's office that 
there was no obvious signs of — of foul play. 
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A And other evidence that — other information that 
could not be supported. The request was made to 
conclude the file pending further information to 
being brought forward. 

Q Okay. I wonder if you'd take a moment and read 
Exhibit P-85 for me, to yourself. 

A Okay. 

Q Okay. And you see stamped on that is a date in 
the middle of the first column, December 3 rd , 

1990, which I believe is the date that appeared in 
the Saskatoon Police — sorry, in the StarPhoenix 
in City of Saskatoon? 

A I see the stamp, yes. 

Q So subject to that being mistaken, the timing or 
the content of the article would indicate that it 
appeared shortly after this young man's body was 
found, based on what Dr. Fern is saying there. 

A Based on this, yes, ma'am. 

Q Okay. 

A I have no knowledge of this. 

Q Okay. So as a member of Saskatoon and as a police 
officer, you didn't read papers? 

A I don't recall seeing this at all. 

Q Okay. All right. I'll accept that you don't 

recall seeing it but it's possible that you could 
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have seen it back in 1990. 

A It's possible. I have no recollection of it, 
ma'am. 

Q Okay. You note, however, in the second-last 

paragraph what Dr. Fern told the public through 
the press was that there was going to be further 
investigation, didn't he? 

A That's what is indicated here, yes. 

Q Right. Now, you were off duty on December 3 rd , 
weren't you? 

A Yes. 

Q You were off duty on December 4 th ? 

A I believe so, yes. 

Q Came back on December 5 th . 

A Yes. 

Q Came back 8 o'clock in the morning? 

A Yes. 

Q And by 4 o'clock, 5 o'clock in the afternoon you'd 
concluded the file. 

A I requested the conclusion, yes — 

Q Okay. 

A — pending — pending further information. 

Q Okay. So — sorry. Even though Dr. Fern was of 
the view, as the investigating pathologist or 
coroner, that more investigation would be done 
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here, you didn't share his view obviously, did 
you? 

A X wasn't aware of his view, ma'am. 

Q You talked with him. 

A I simply talked to Dr. Fern to advise him of the 
identity of the deceased, that was all. 

Q Okay. Sir, as an investigator charged with the 
responsibility to investigate — investigate 
homicides and sudden deaths such as this, did the 
police service and did you, as a sergeant in the 
Morality section, work fairly closely with the 
Coroner's Office? 

A Simply for notification or requesting notification 
of the coroner to attend at scenes or requesting 
they attend at scenes — 

Q Okay. 

A — and any pertinent information as to the 

identity of the deceased in whatever cases you 
attended, to pass that information on to him. 

Q Did you place any reliance on the information or 
the evidence that the coroner or the pathologist 
could offer you as to contributing circumstances 
to suspicious deaths or that you were required to 
investigate? 

A If they attended a scene they would certainly have 
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medical background to assist. 

Q Okay. Did you consider the function of the 

pathologist and the coroner was concluded once 
they left the scene? 

A The coroner left the scene. Dr. Adolph would be 
the pathologist who didn't attend the scene — 

Q Okay. 

A — to my understanding. 

Q Okay. So did you consider the role of the coroner 
to be concluded as vis-a-vis your investigative 
responsibilities when he left the scene? 

A I believe potentially, yes, he would have been — 
his involvement would have been concluded at that 
point pending the autopsy done by Dr. Adolph. 

Q When did you consider the role of the pathologist 
to be concluded in terms of your investigative 
responsibilities on a sudden death? 

A I'm not sure when his involvement other than -- 
would have been concluded. I would suspect it 
should have been concluded once the autopsy had 
been completed and toxicology results were 
obtained and reports filed. 

Q Okay. So from your point of view his role was to 
complete his report, get the toxicology reports 
and factor that into his final determination as to 
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cause of death. 

A Yes. 

Q And, sir, would you not agree with me that until 
he had done his job, you couldn't fully do your 
job? 

A I'm not sure in which way you mean, ma'am. 

Q Okay. So until you got from the pathologist the 
completed work that was his mandated 
responsibility on investigating a sudden death, 
how could you conclude your overriding, 
supervisory, investigative role in a sudden death? 

A Well, it was often done by way of a phone call to 
the pathologist prior to receiving his reports to 
get a verbal indication as to the findings. 

Q Okay. But the pathologist couldn't give you the 
toxicology report, could he? 

A No. 

Q The toxicology results were — were a test 

procedure that was done by the RCMP crime lab back 
then, I don't know if now, but certainly back then 
in Regina. 

A Yes. 

Q And a pathologist and a police officer could reach 
no valid conclusion as to the ingestion of drugs. 
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as was the case with the — the young boy who died 
near his house — 

A That's correct. 

Q — or the use of alcohol, without a toxicology 

report. 

A Correct. 

Q And from your point of view as an investigating 

police officer assigned the responsibility to 
determine if a death was a homicide, would you not 
agree with me that that kind of evidence is pretty 
critical to be relied on in making your 
determination? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now, on February — sorry, on November — 
December 5 th , 1990 did you have the autopsy 
report? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q On December 5 th , 1990 did you have the toxicology 
report? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q Did you have any information, any knowledge 

whatsoever, as to what the level of intoxication 
was of Neil Stonechild at the time his body was 
found in that field? 

A No, I didn't. 
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Q Okay. So as an investigator investigating a 

sudden death and looking to rule out suspicious 
circumstances or to find if, indeed, there were 
suspicious circumstances, what function did 
whether or not he was — he was intoxicated play 
in your assessment? 

A I had reason to believe that he would have 

probably been highly intoxicated based on the 
amount of alcohol that he had allegedly consumed, 
according to the information received from Jason 
Roy. 

Q But would you agree with me the only information 

you had about how much he consumed came from Jason 
Roy? 

A That is correct. 

Q Would you not agree with me that Jason Roy gave 
you clear evidence or clear information that he 
himself was intoxicated? 

A Yes. 

Q And would you not agree with me, as an experienced 

police officer, that probably the worst person in 
the world to assess how drunk another person might 
be is a drunk? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. So if Jason Roy says to you, "Look, I was 
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hammered, I got into a 40 of Silent Sam" -- or 
whatever it was they were into — "and Neil was 
drinking with me," that didn't tell you anything 
more than that Neil Stonechild had a bit of vodka, 
did it? 

A No, they had consumed the -- I believe it was a 
40-ounce supposedly. 

Q They being a group of -- 

A Neil and Jason. 

Q — people in a house. 

A My understanding of it that it was Neil and Jason 
that had consumed the alcohol. 

Q Okay. Well, my problem with that, sir, is I look 
at Jason Roy's statement and I don't see anywhere 
that you inquired of Jason Roy as to what his 
knowledge was of how much of that bottle that Neil 
Stonechild drank that night. 

A No. 

Q So based on what you've told us a number of times, 
if it's not in his statement and it's not in his 
notebook, am I able to comfortably conclude that, 
in fact, you had no idea how much Neil Stonechild 
might have drunk that night? 

A No, I didn't know how much he actually drank. 

Q That on December 5 th , 1990, when you referred this 
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report for conclusion and you made the statement 
that it was your conclusion that he wandered off 
into a field drunk and he froze to death, you had 
no reliable -- no reliable evidence, or no 
reliable information to cause you to make that 
conclusion. 

A Not what you call reliable, I guess. 

Q Well, how reliable -- 

A Other than — other than — 

Q — is a drunk saying, "Me and my buddy were 

drinking a 40?" 

A That was the information that I had. 

Q And that's all you had. He didn't say, "I only 
had 10 ounces and my buddy had 30," did he? 

A No, he didn't. 

Q He didn't say, "We were the only ones in the house 
who touched that bottle," did he? 

A No. 

Q He did tell you that there were other people in 
the 
house. 

A Yes, that he was at — at Binning's. 

Q Okay. And you had information that you obtained 
through him and others that, however drunk he may 
have been, Neil Stonechild was mobile. He went 
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from the Milton Street address, the Binning 
residence, to look for Lucille Neetz. 

A Yes. 

Q He was sober enough, presumably, that he 

remembered from talking to her in the afternoon on 
a bus where she was going to be. 

A Yes. 

Q That's — he didn't go to her house, he went to a 

house where she was babysitting, didn't he? 

A That's where he wound up, yes. 

Q Yeah, so it wouldn't be that you could think as an 

investigator, "Well, you know, wandering up to her 
house, I mean he'd done that a hundred times 
before, that was easy for him to find." 

A I don't know, probably. 

Q Okay. In fact, one of the things that was found 
on his person when he died was some information 
about her, wasn't it? Her name was on a piece of 
paper. 

A I believe it was a photograph and — and some 
phone numbers. 

Q And her picture and there was some phone numbers 
in his pocket. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. So you knew that however much he had to 
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drink, he made it down to her place. 

A That he had been at Snowberry Downs, yes. 

Q And you subsequently confirmed through an 

interview with Trent Ewart that he was sober 
enough, or drunk enough, depending on how you want 
to phrase it, that he went to his apartment, he 
found the apartment where she was. 

A Yes. 

Q And he spoke to him and said who he was looking 

for. 

A I believe there was a conversation through the 

closed door, yes. 

Q Yeah. So he might have been drinking but, you 
know, he wasn't out of it. 

A I don't know, ma'am, what — what condition he was 
in. 

Q Okay. As a trained police officer in 1993 you had 
24 years of service, you had lots of experience in 
dealing with people under the influence of 
alcohol, you had lots of experience, I presume, in 
assessing when people are impaired. 

A Yes. 

Q Is there anything about the information that you 

were given by Jason Roy, little as it was in his 
statement, that allowed you to comfortably write 
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in a report concluding a homicide, that this guy 
was drunk, he wandered off in a field and he froze 
to death? 

A It wasn't a homicide to my — 

Q Sorry. 

A -- understanding, ma'am. 

Q A sudden death. 

A Based on the information that I had from Jason Roy 

saying that Stonechild was loaded, if you will, or 
out of it, from that information I concluded that 
he was under the influence. 

Q Okay. I'm going to ask if you would take an 
opportunity in P-61 to review to yourself the 
statement of Jason Roy that you took on November 
30 th . 

A Okay.. 

Q Okay? 

A Yes. 

Q Now, can you tell me, point me to where in that 

statement Jason Roy told you that Neil Stonechild 
was loaded and out of it? 

A At the very end on the second page, ma'am, the 

question where, "What condition was Neil in when 
you last saw him?" "Pretty drunk. Well, totally 
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Q Okay. And you — did you ask him how drunk he 
was? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q Okay. So looking at the statement, there's 
nothing in there to show that, is there? 

A Just in the middle of the first page where I 

believe Jason Roy indicates, "...sold my gloves to 
Marcel and he went and bought us a 40-ounce of 
Silent Sam." 

Q M' hm. 

A "We over to Julie's and drank the whole bottle 
straight, just me and Neil." 

Q M' hm. 

A "Just me and Neil." 

Q M' hm. 

A Had the two of them consumed that amount of 

alcohol, I don't think it's out of line to suggest 
that they would be very intoxicated. 

Q Okay. Would it have been out of line, sir, for 
you to take the time to wait for the toxicology 
report to come in before you concluded your file? 

A It was common practice to request the file be 

concluded pending further information coming from 
the toxicology reports. 

Q Was there a particular reason in this case you 
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didn't wait for the toxicology report? 

A No particular reason, ma'am, no. 

Q Was there a particular rush on you to conclude 
this file? 

A No. 

Q Were you under any pressure from the chain of 

command to say, "Get this one done, get it done 
now? " 

A No. 

Q Did you have any big file that was sitting on the 
corner of your desk like there had been a mass 
murder, or a multi-vehicle -- 

A No 

Q — something that meant that the next day, 

December 6 th , you were going to be too busy to do 
any more work on this file? 

A No. 

Q Nothing. 

A No. 

Q Okay. When, in fact, did you get the toxicology 
report? 

A I don't know if I received it or not, ma'am. The 
toxicology report normally would go back, I 
believe, to the Identification Section or — 
get filed onto the main file. 


and 
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Q So not only did you not wait for it, you didn't 
even — to your memory you didn't even bother to 
look at it when it came in. 

A I don't know when it came in, ma'am. 

Q Yeah. 

A I don't recall seeing it. 

Q Okay. Would it have been beyond the pale to think 
that you should have looked at it as far -- as in 
your function as a prudent investigator? 

A Not necessarily I don't believe, ma'am. I haven't 
booked at toxicology reports necessarily on other 
— other sudden deaths that we were investigating. 

Q Well, you looked at them obviously on the young 
boy who was found a half a block from his house. 

A It was in the toxicology report that it was 
confirmed that — that he had taken Gravol. 

Q Okay. But in this particular case you had nothing 
to confirm the information you got from Jason Roy 
that Neil Stonechild was drunk or that he was out 
of it. 

A Only Jason Roy's statement. 

Q Jason Roy's statement, that's it, a statement of a 
young man who said to you, I was so drunk I 
blacked out, and you relied on that as the basis 
to make your conclusion. 
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A Who was sober at the time when he gave the 
statement. 

Q Okay. If he was so drunk that he blacked out the 
night of November 24 th , how reliable, as a 
seasoned investigator experienced in knowing how 
intoxication effects memory and ability to recall, 
how reliable would you have considered that 
information coming from him? 

A I questioned whether he actually did black out at 
Snowberry Downs. If he did, how did he get to 
Julie Binning's later. 

Q Okay. You may have questioned that, but would you 
not also have had legitimate reason to question 
how reliable any information he gave you about the 
evening and the late — the late evening of 
November 2 4 th was? 

A Yes, I suppose. 

Q But you didn't. 

A No, I didn't. 

Q Okay. Now, would you agree with me that you had 
some pretty readily available sources of 
information to you, assuming for the moment that 
it wasn't necessary in your mind to get the 
toxicology report as to what had actually happened 
in the Binning residence that night? You had 
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Julie Binning. 

A Yes. 

Q You had everybody else who was in the house and 

you had indications from Neil -- sorry, from Jason 
Roy that he and Neil were the ones drinking, so 
presumably you could have assumed or thought that 
likely there was a whole bunch of sober people 
there that you could talk to to try to find out 
what was happening up to the point that Neil 
Stonechild left that evening, didn't you? 

A I believe I did speak to a couple of people there 

Q Okay. 

A — including Julie Binning. 

Q Did you get statement from them? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q Okay. Was there a particular reason you didn't 
take the time to get statements from them? 

A No, no particular reason. 

Q Okay. Would it perhaps have been helpful? 

A I believe it was a phone call that I made and she 
simply confirmed the fact that they were there and 
that she and I believe the other individual that 
was there left at a given time and so did Mr. 
Stonechild and Mr. Roy. 
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Q Okay. But there was no indications that you ever 
inquired of them as to Neil Stonechild's alcohol 
consumption that evening or his level of 
intoxication when he left the place, is there? 

A No. It was confirmed that they had been drinking 
there. I believe that was all. 

Q Okay. But you didn't — you didn't get any 
information of any — any — 

MR. PLAXTON: I wondere, Mr. Commissioner, if the 

witness could finish his — his answer. Ms. Knox 
is a — is a rapid speaker, but it seems Mr. 

Jarvis isn't able to finish on a number of 
occasions. 

MS. KNOX: I apologize, and if I do that to 

you you let me know. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Excuse me, Ms. Knox. Before you 

leave the toxicology report I'm not sure that your 
question was fully answered about the reference to 
the toxicology report. Perhaps I -- I err in 
this, but the sense I have about this question, 

Mr. Jarvis, is this that if the toxicology report 
had arrived at the Saskatoon Police Service and it 
had indicated that Mr. Stonechild had virtually no 
alcohol in his body, for all intents and purposes 
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he was sober 
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1 THE WITNESS: Yes. Okay. 

2 THE COMMISSIONER: — wouldn't that have been a very, 

3 very, very significant factor? 

4 THE WITNESS: It would have been significant, I 

5 guess, yes. My Lord. 

6 THE COMMISSIONER: You think it was — would be 

7 important? 

8 THE WITNESS: Yes, either way. 

9 THE COMMISSIONER: Good. Would that not cast these 

10 events in a very different light? 

11 THE WITNESS: It may very well, yes. My Lord. 

12 THE COMMISSIONER: But you didn't look at the 

13 toxicology report? 

14 THE WITNESS: I didn't see the report, no, not 

15 that I can recall. 

16 THE COMMISSIONER: So how would you know that the 

17 toxicology report might have entirely displaced 

18 the theory that some people seem to have that he 

19 got into difficulty because he was highly 

20 inebriated? 

21 THE WITNESS: It would have been, I presume, a — 

22 THE COMMISSIONER: Am I not — isn't that — wasn't 

23 that this — the logical conclusion of your 

24 questions? 

It is, Mr. Commissioner, yes. 


25 MS. KNOX: 
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THE WITNESS: I believe that that would have — 

the result from that should have been a report 
from the Identification Section upon receipt of 
the toxicology report. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But you were charged — 

THE WITNESS: As far as the findings. 

THE COMMISSIONER: You were charged with 

responsibility. I understood you to say, Ms. 

Knox, that the file was closed only to the extent 
that other information might be forthcoming, and 
you knew the toxicology report was coming. So as 
the person in charge of the investigation — and 
this is a question, not a statement — wouldn't it 
have been fairly prudent to have a look at that to 
make sure that it resolved any other doubts you 
might have had about his condition, physical 
condition, at the time he wandered away? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, and I believe in the report. 

My Lord, I did indicate that pending receipt of 
the toxicology report or other information that 
would shed light on it. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But you didn't look at the 

toxicology report. 

THE WITNESS: No, I — right. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I think that was the — 
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MS. KNOX: Yeah. 

THE COMMISSIONER: — end result of your question, 

wasn't it? 

Q Thank you, and I -- as a result of your question I 
just want to go a step further, if I could. 
Referring the witness to P-50. 

A Yes, ma'am. 

Q And you'll agree with me that this is the 

toxicology report in respect of the samples 
forwarded to the ROMP Crime Lab from the autopsy 
conducted by Dr. Adolph. 

A Yes. They were submitted by Sergeant Morton. 

Q Sergeant Morton. Okay. But they were the 

exhibits taken by Dr. Adolph as part of his 
autopsy of the body of Neil Stonechild. 

A I believe so, yes. 

Q Okay. And you'll agree with me that the report 

indicates that it was returned back from the RCMP 
Crime Lab in December — sorry, January, I 
believe, of 2001? What's the date that that 
report was returned? 

A January 7, '91 is on the date of the report. 

Q Okay. 

A And the report from Superintendent Simpson is 

dated April the 11 th , '91. 
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Q Okay. Now, you're indicating that this report 
would have gone back, in the ordinary course of 
business, it would have gone back to Sergeant 
Morton in Ident. 

A That is my belief, yes. 

Q Okay. Now, did you make any suggestion or pass on 
any instruction to Sergeant Morton that you wanted 
to be notified of the outcome of that toxicology 
screening when he received the report back? 

A No, I don't believe I did. 

Q You didn't. 

A No. 

Q So you were satisfied that you'd rely on 

happenstance, if I may use that frame, and I don't 
mean to be flippant, but that if there was 
anything in this that you should take a look at, 
somebody would pick up the ball and bring it to 
your attention. 

A Yes. 

Q Do you consider that or did you then consider that 
to be prudent police investigative practice for a 
sergeant in the Morality Section? 

A It would have been brought to my attention, the 

results of this, hopefully it would have been, by 
— by the Identification Section. 
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Q But you had 24 years of service, you were 

responsible for this file, and you're sitting in 
front of us today and you're saying, "Hopefully it 
would have been brought to my attention?" How on 
earth is that a demonstration of responsible 
investigative work from you and proper police 
practices from the Saskatoon Police Service, even 
in 1990? 

A Okay. In — in so far as toxicology reports, my 
understanding is they all went back to the 
Identification Section and then were attached to 
the main file. I didn't look at the toxicology 
report. 

Q Okay. But, sir, would you not agree with me that 
one of the reasons perhaps you didn't look at the 
toxicology report is because you concluded the 
file before it had a chance to hit your desk? 

A The file was requested concluded pending receipt 

of the toxicology report. I didn't get the 
toxicology report, I didn't read the report — 

Q Okay. 

A — to my recollection. 

Q Referring you to P-61 again and the last page that 

you wrote on December 5 th , 1990. 
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Q Would you agree with me that when you concluded 
this report at this time, you made no indication 
whatsoever that the jury was out on the validity 
of your conclusion that this young boy was either 
on his way to turn himself in or he wandered off 
drunk? 

A I'm not sure I understand you. 

Q You didn't put in this report, "Concluded subject 

to receipt of toxicology report," did you? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q You didn't put in this report, "Concluded subject 
to the location of G P and interview of same." 

A No. 

Q Did you? 

A No. 

Q You didn't put in this report, "Concluded subject 
to location of Eddie Rushton and interview of 
same." 

A No. 

Q You didn't put in this report, "Concluded pending 
receipt of the autopsy report." 

A No, I don't see it in there. 

Q Okay. And, in fact, do you recall whether you 
even looked at the autopsy? 

A X didn't get the autopsy, to my knowledge. 
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Q Okay. Would it not have been prudent police 

practice, and I -- I know I'm sounding like I'm 
harping on this but I am, for a 24-year member, 
schooled with the responsibility of investigating 
sudden deaths, to take the step of looking at the 
autopsy report? 

A I don't believe I looked at autopsy reports prior 
or after. 

Q Were you trained as an investigator to believe or 
to think that you should look at them? Whether 
you chose to — 

A M' hm. 

Q — as a working practice is a separate issue, but 
when you were trained to be a police officer you 
told me earlier that you were trained to keep an 
open mind. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Would you not consider looking at the 

final, the written autopsy report to be a better 
police practice than having a chat with the guy on 
the phone? 

A Certainly. 

Q Okay. Why did you not operate with that practice, 
as you say you didn't anyway, but why in 
particular did you not in this case when you were 
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dealing with an inexplicable, inexplicable death 
of a 17-year-old kid? 

A I don't know why I didn't, ma'am. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Once again, Mr. Jarvis, if the 

autopsy report had indicated that Mr. Stonechild 
had massive bruising in the lower chest and 
abdomen, you chose not to look at the autopsy 
report and you chose not to look at the 
photographs. How would you have determined this 
in order to continue your investigation? 

THE WITNESS: That was through my conversation 

with Dr. Adolph, My Lord, who performed the 
autopsy, a verbal indication as to what his 
findings had been prior to the report being 
received. 

THE COMMISSIONER: As a — as a pathologist? 

THE WITNESS: As a pathologist. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But as — but as a police officer, 

if you had observed injuries on his body — 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

THE COMMISSIONER: — you're saying that you took 

Adolph's comments to be dispositive; that is, that 
they — they included everything that happened to 
him and so on? 

THE WITNESS: As far as a cause of death, yes. 
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THE COMMISSIONER: M'hm. All right. I suppose what 

it comes down to is — is the worry that an 
investigative officer, a person investigating a 
crime, then assigns responsibility for any further 
inquiry or examination to the pathologist who is 
not trained in criminal investigation. 

THE WITNESS: I'm not sure if I follow you on 

that one. My Lord. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, Adolph is not trained in 

criminal investigation. He's trained to determine 
trauma, signs of injuries, and the like, but 
aren't there circumstances which would suggest to 
a police officer something was awry, something 
wasn't sensible, that wouldn't necessarily reflect 
in any really overt or obvious type of injury? 

THE WITNESS: There may be. I — I wasn't aware 

of any at that time. My Lord. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Anyway. 

Q MS. KNOX: Okay. Sir, as a prudent police 

investigator, would it not have been of assistance 
to look at the autopsy report? 

A It may very well have been, yes. 

Q You didn't put anything on your report on December 
5th though to say you wanted to take the bother. 
Why? 
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A I don't know. 

Q Okay. You have the toxicology report in front of 
you, and if I'm remembering it correctly, and I 
have a mass of information here, if I'm 
remembering it correctly Neil Stonechild's blood 
alcohol was 150 milligrams? 

A That is correct. 

Q Okay. As a trained police officer with knowledge 
of degrees of impairment and the effects of 
impairment, would you have, if you'd had that 
information, considered it to be the level of 
intoxication you'd expect from somebody who drank 
half a 40 of Silent Sam? 

A Yes. 

Q A hundred and fifty milligrams? 

A Very possible, yes, depending on body weight and 
so forth. 

Q Did you, or do you know what the obvious signs of 
impairment are as a trained police officer that 
you would expect from somebody who displays a 
blood alcohol reading of 150? 

A Yes. 

Q What are they? 

A Impairment, lack of balance, slurred speech, 

bloodshot eyes. On the other hand, I have seen 
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individuals who have been as high as .39 and would 
talk just as you and I are today. 

Q Still walkin' and talkin' and making sense? 

A Still walking and talking. They were seasoned 

drinkers, this particular individual, who could 
run up stairs, two and three at a time. 

Q Yeah. 

A But eventually the alcohol hit and, of course, 

things changed drastically. 

Q In Neil Stonechild's case, though, he was walking 

and talking fine. He was able to find his 
girlfriend's place even though she was at her 
sister's. He was able to get mad at Jason Roy 
when Jason Roy wouldn't go along with something he 
wanted. He was able to do a whole lot of things. 

A Yes. 

Q Consistent with a kid who could handle a blood 
alcohol of 150 pretty well, don't you think? 

A If that's what his blood alcohol content was at 
the time. 

Q Okay. If that's what it was at the time, then -- 
and assuming that he wandered off after that, as 
is the theory that you put forward in concluding 
his file, you had no evidence to make any 
conclusion that his blood alcohol would have 
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increased because there was nothing you had in 
your investigation to say he went somewhere else 
drinking? 

A No, I had no idea what his blood alcohol level 
was. 

Q And there was nothing at the scene to indicate 

that he was drinking out there, so you certainly 
had no basis to have posited in your theory that 
he got more to drink after he left Jason Roy, did 
you? 

A No. 

Q And given how he was conducting himself at 

Snowberry Downs in terms of the information you 
got from Trent Ewart, the fact that he could get 
from Milton Street to there, find the apartment 
that Lucille had told him earlier in the day that 
she'd be at, doesn't sound like some guy who 
couldn't handle himself at 150 milligrams, does 
it? 

A It doesn't, no, not necessarily, ma'am, no. 

Q And, sir, it doesn't sound, does it, like somebody 
who would — was so inebriated that he wouldn't 
have sense enough, to use an expression my mother 
had, to come in from the cold? 

A No. 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


5081 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Ms. Knox 

Q In fact, the way he was functioning then, and 

given the absence of any information to say that 
he drank after, your conclusion that he was so 
drunk, or so inebriated that he wandered off and 
froze to death doesn't follow, does it? 

A I'm not suggesting that he consumed alcohol 
afterwards, ma'am. 

Q No. But at 150 milligrams, which was his blood 

alcohol when he was found, you can't be suggesting 
that he was so drunk that he would have wandered 
over to that end of the city unknowingly and lay 
down in the snow and froze to death? 

A I don't know what his level of intoxication was at 
the time that he was at Snowberry Downs or any 
time thereafter, based on the effects of the 
alcohol taking effect. 

Q But you know what his level of intoxication was in 
that field behind the Hitachi plant; it was 150 
milligrams? 

A Yes. 

Q And knowing how he was functioning at Snowberry 

Downs, knowing that you had no information to 
suggest he drank anything after that, you had no 
basis to conclude that his level of function would 
have been worse when he got to that field than it 
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was at Snowberry Downs, did you? 

A I had no way of knowing that, no, ma'am. 

Q Sir, if you had had that toxicology report that 
told you, as it tells you today, that this young 
boy's blood alcohol was only 150 milligrams of 
alcohol, would you have been so quick to write him 
off as a drunk who wandered off into a field and 
died? And I don't mean drunk in a pejorative kind 
of way; I mean it as a young man who was so drunk 
that he didn't have sense enough to go in from the 
cold. 

A I don't know if I would have or not, ma'am. 

Q Okay. You were a seasoned police officer. You'd 

been dealing with people for a lot of years who 
had consumed alcohol. You had the skills to 
assess levels of intoxication. And can you tell 
me that in any time in your career, or in 
anecdotal information you received from others at 
the police department that you would find it 
likely that a person with a blood alcohol of only 
150 milligrams would wander off for miles into the 
middle of nowhere and lie down and die? 

A No, I have no personal knowledge of someone doing 
that, no. 

Q Doesn't make sense, does it, when you look at it 
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today? 

A Not when you look at it today, no. 

Q And even then, if you had fully informed yourself 

back in 1990, it wouldn't have made sense then 
either if you'd gotten all of the information, 
would it? 

A Probably not, no. 

Q Okay. Would it be fair to say that if you had 
known then that his blood alcohol was only 150 
milligrams of alcohol, you might have done some 
more work to find out how in the name of God he 
ended up out where he did and died? 

A Probably, yes. 

Q Yeah. And would it be fair to say that your 

decision to conclude this file so quickly, without 
any more work on it, may very well — may very 
well have contributed to a conclusion, or a file 
being concluded inappropriately? 

A It's possible. 

Q Okay. As a seasoned police officer -- I'm just 

going to go to one area and I'm clearly not going 
to finish with you today, as I guess you've 
figured out by now — but you gave testimony 
yesterday, and you've given testimony a number of 
times with respect to how you conducted your 
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investigation, and you've made reference to the 
fact that we may not have a whole file here. 

Would you agree with me that contained in your 
notebook, and contained in the police report that 
we have. Exhibit P-61, is the chronology that you 
wrote of everything that you did on the file? 

A Yes, I believe so. 

Q You will agree with me that there is not missing 

from this report any other chronology completed by 
you to list other things that you did on the file? 

A Of what I did, no, there isn't. 

Q There's no other chronology missing? 

A Not that I'm aware of. 

Q Would you agree with me that there are no witness 
statements missing, other than that which we have, 
being Trent Ewart and Jason Roy, because you 
didn't take any other witness statements? 

A That's correct. 

Q Okay. And would you agree with me, if anything is 
missing, it might be a Jet Set between yourself 
and Constable Hartwig and Senger? 

A Yes, that would be the -- 

Q That's it? 

A There could — the toxicology which we have here 
now, I see. 
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Q But the point is, when you concluded this file, 
you didn't have that toxicology report? 

A No. 

Q And you never went looking for it and you never 
left the direction that it should be referred to 
you when it came in? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q You never looked at the photographs? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q You never left a direction to Sergeant Morton that 

you wanted to look at them? 

A No. 

Q You never looked at the video? 

A No. 

Q And you never left a direction to him, or made a 

request of him for an opportunity to look at them? 

A No. 

Q Okay. Would you agree with me that that was a 
pretty easy step for you to have taken; that it 
was a matter -- indeed, it was a matter of steps, 
the Identification section located in Saskatoon 
Police Service wasn't a long distance from your 
desk? 

A No, that's correct. 

Q It just required you to take a short walk? 
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A Yes. 

Q And even if we allow for the moment that Sergeant 
Morton would have required a little bit of time to 
get the photographs developed, the video was up 
and ready to go the afternoon of November 29th 
when that file was assigned to you, wasn't it? 

A I believe so. 

Q And in fact in your police department, in November 
1990, as in most police departments, there was at 
least one TV and video machine for looking at 
those kinds of exhibits or pieces of evidence that 
came in. You wouldn't have had to go down to 
Rogers Video or its equivalent and rent a TV and a 
VCR; it was right there in the building? 

A Yes. 

Q All you had to do was say to him, "I want to look 
at the tape"? 

A Yes. 

Q You chose not to do it? 

A I didn't look at it, no. 

Q Okay. And in respect to other witnesses, like 

Julie Binning for example, there was no time 
pressure on you, or nothing on you that prevented 
you from calling up the Binning residence and 
saying, "I'm investigating this very serious. 
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tragic matter; I'd like an opportunity to come out 
and talk to the people who were there the evening 
of November 24th when Neil Stonechild was there"? 

A No, I contacted her by phone and she verified that 
they were there and that they left. 

Q But what she verified also was that there were 

other people there? It wasn't just her and Neil 
and Jason, there were other people in the 
residence? 

A I believe there was one other person that she 
referred to. 

Q Yeah. And you had available to you the means to 

go out and talk to those people and get statements 
from them? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now, when you received the Crime Stoppers 
tip that said GP or his brother might have beaten 
Neil up and taken him out to the field and left 
him out there, would you not agree with me that an 
elementary step to take at that time would have 
been to contact Neil's associates and ask them if 
anybody knows whether GP had made threats to him? 

A It may have been, yes. 

Q Would it not have been prudent to go to the 

Binning house, or to make a phone call to the 
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Binning house and say, "Was GP in your house that 
night? Did he make any phone calls to your house? 
Was there any indications that he was out looking 
for Neil Stonechild that night?" 

A It could have been done, yes. 

Q Yeah. It would have been simple to do, easy to do 
and logical to do for a prudent police officer, 
wouldn't it? 

A I would agree with you, yes. 

Q Okay. Now in terms of your evidence that you've 
given, and it's varied, about your attempts to 
locate and talk to GP, the best that we can 
conclude from what you've told us is that you 
drove by his house once for sure? 

A That's what's in my notebook. 

Q So we know for sure you went once because it's in 
your notebook? 

A Yes. 

Q You've indicated to us that it's your belief you 

went other times but for inexplicable reason, 
given that you write everything you do in your 
notebook, you didn't put it in your notebook? 

A No, you don't write every time you go past a 
residence in your notebook. 

Q Okay. 
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A The file is basically in the back of your mind 

while you're working, and you're working on other 
files and so forth all at the same time. 

Q Okay, I want you to take your mind back — and 

with the Commissioner's permission I'll end with 
this question -- I want you to take your mind back 
to November 29th, November 30th when you got the 
information that there was reports out there that 
GP may have been, or his brother D may have been 
involved in Neil Stonechild's death, okay? 

A Yes. 

Q You're back there with me, okay. Now, you 

indicated that what you did in response to that 
is, you went by the house looking for him one or a 
few times? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Did you, for any moment whatsoever, think 

that it might be worthwhile to pull the existing 
files in the police station on GP and Neil 
Stonechild to see if there was any connection 
between them that might have confirmed the 
suggestion that P had a vendetta against Neil 
because he might have testified or given 
information to the police about him? 

A I — I was made aware of that later, I believe, as 
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far as him testifying in a court case by Constable 
Wylie, I believe. 

Q But you didn't pull -- 

A No, I didn't pull any files, no. 

Q And just like you could have easily gone to the 

Identification section and looked at the video and 
looked at the photographs, you could have gotten 
those files and satisfied yourself that there 
might be something to this? 

A Yes, I could have pulled the files. 

Q Okay. And just like you could have pulled the 

files and looked at it, and you could have called 
Julie Binning, and you could have gone back and 
talked to Jason Roy, you could have done a number 
of things to attempt to assess whether there was 
any merit to this information, because you got it 
from more than once source, didn't you? 

A There was the Crime Stoppers tip, and then I 
believe family members made the allegations 
afterwards. 

Q And a social worker made the allegations, Diana 
Fraser phoned in a report, a youth worker? 

A Yes, I wasn't familiar with that report, ma'am. I 
don't recollect seeing it. 

Q Okay. But if you had — just bear with me a 
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moment. Could you refer to the last page of P-61? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Are you able to verify when that report was 
made by Constable Pfiel? I'm having trouble 
picking out the date. Regardless of when he — 

A Yeah, I'm not sure. On the bottom, ma'am, I see a 
zero two, a zero five four five. 0545 would have 
been the time of the report, I believe. 

Q And would you agree with me that it was written 
and typed by 5:52 a.m. on the 2nd of December, 
because somebody approved it that date? 

A Yes, the 5:52 would be the time. The 89A I 

believe is — would have been Sergeant Pfiel's 
badge number. 

Q Okay. 

A Followed by the date. 

Q So this was two days before you came back to work? 

A Yes. 

Q It has the right case number on it? 

A Yes. 

Q Has all of the identifying information that should 

have caused it to end up in your basket, given 
that the file was on your desk? 

A It should have ended up in my basket, yes. 

Q But your memory now is you had no information, you 
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don't remember ever seeing this? 

A No, I don't, ma'am. 

Q Okay, so let's allow for the moment that you might 
not have seen that one. You had the information 
from the phone, the Crime Stoppers tip, you had 
the information from the family? 

A Yes. 

Q You had the information from Constable Wylie, who 

from your point of view would be a pretty reliable 
source? 

A Yes, it was in regards to a file that they were 
supposedly going to be testifying on. 

Q Yeah, so I mean this wasn't mom coming in and 

saying, you know, "This guy's out to get my son," 
and not being able to give you the names for the 
sources of her information. This was a police 
constable coming to you and saying, "I have 
personal knowledge that there was a conflict 
between these guys a few months ago." 

A Yes. 

Q And that this guy, GP, might in fact be mad enough 
at him that he might want to do him some harm? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. So would you agree with me that as a 

seasoned police officer that would — that should 
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have been considered by you to be a pretty 
significant lead? Lead's the wrong word; that's 
my word. Pretty significant matter that needed to 
be investigated before you could rule out foul 
play in this case? 

A That was certainly something that would be taken 
into consideration. 

Q But wouldn't you not go a bit further and say it 
should have been taken a little bit more 
seriously? It's more than a Crime Stoppers tip, 
it's more than an upset mom. It's a police, a 
fellow police officer saying to you, like, "You've 
really got to look into this." 

A There was — 

Q "I know it just happened." 

A I believe Constable Wylie was referring to 

something that occurred some time prior, and in 
the information that we had from the Crime 
Stoppers tip, along from the allegations made by 
the family, I made the request to have the names 
provided of the persons who were making the 
allegations. Those names weren't submitted to me. 

Q Okay, but you had names. You had GP. 

A Yes. 

Q And drive by, he's not there, so he couldn't have 
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had anything to do with it? 

A No, the allegations were that he had, that the Ps 
were involved supposedly, and I simply asked the 
family, if you have these allegations, where did 
the information come from? 

Q But it wasn't just the family telling you; the 
Crime Stoppers tip told you. 

A That is correct. Anyone can phone in a Crime 
Stoppers tip. 

Q Police rely on Crime Stoppers tips quite regularly 

A That is correct. 

Q — don't you? Isn't that — 

A Yes, they do, ma'am. 

Q In fact. Crime Stoppers tips can be the basis for 
a police officer to go before a judge and apply 
for a warrant? 

A Yes, that is correct. 

Q How — 

A There was no identification of the person calling 
in because they're not required to, so you take 
that information — 

Q Okay, but — 

A — based on what it is. 

Q Okay, and Mr. Plaxton will say I should let you 


25 




5095 


Exam K. Jarvis 
by Ms. Knox 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


answer, but I really want to hold on a minute on 
this one. 

PLAXTON: I won't say (inaudible). 

Q MS. KNOX: Crime Stoppers tips are a major 

investigative aid — 

A Yes, they are. 

Q — to police departments? 

A Yes. 

Q And in fact is it not true that police officers 
would argue the contrary of what you're saying, 
that routinely Crime Stoppers tips are considered 
to be extremely reliable? 

A Yes, all I'm saying is, ma'am, that anyone can 

phone in a Crime Stoppers tip, okay. There is no 
identification required to be given by the Crime 
Stoppers tip. I'm not saying that we discount the 
tip, no. We take the tip and the allegations that 
are made in that tip, along with the allegations 
that we receive from the family. 

Q Okay. 

A And I, in turn, attempted to locate the Ps and 
Rushton. I also, in turn, asked the family to 
supply me with the names of the persons making the 
allegations to them. 

Q Okay. 
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A And those names weren't supplied, or weren't 
provided. 

Q Okay, I'm going to ask — 

A Which makes it difficult to follow up on. 

Q Okay, I'm going to ask you a question and it may 

be that I'm tired and I'm misunderstanding the 
overall sense of what you're telling me here. But 
what I listened to you tell the commission in the 
last couple of days, and what I listen to you 
telling me now is, causes me to conclude that 
suspects in criminal misconduct in the City of 
Saskatoon in 1990 could pretty well have 
themselves ruled out just by going underground for 
a few days, because in fact that's what the Ps 
did, isn't it; they just weren't around, and you 
therefore decided you didn't need to talk to them? 

A I based it on the information that I received, I 
believe, from the pathologist of no signs of 
violence to the body, which in my assessment of it 
was that he had not been beaten, and which to my 
evaluation of it was that the Ps had not beaten 
him up and had not dropped him off. 

Q What — 

A As was indicated. 

Q What if — 
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A That was an assessment I made. 

Q Okay. What about if the Ps just throw him in the 

back of a car, and one of them sat on him so he 
couldn't get out, and they took him out and they 
dropped him off in the middle of the nowhere, 3 
o'clock of the morning, and left his shoe in their 
own car? 

A That's possible. I have no knowledge of that 
taking place, ma'am. 

Q But you didn't try to find out whether that took 
place, did you? 

A I wasn't able to locate the Ps. 

Q Okay. Well, now, sir, we have an exhibit before 
us that I'll refer you to. It's P-81, Mr. 
Commissioner. And that exhibit tells me that in 
1990 there were 351 police personnel working with 
the Saskatoon Police Service. Would you agree 
with me that that's a lot of manpower? 

A Yes. 

Q And would you agree with me that the Saskatoon 

Police Service worked 24 hours a day? 

A Yes, they did. 

Q The beauty of being a citizen in a community is we 

know that the police are there 24 hours a day; 
they're there when we're awake, they're there when 
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we're asleep? 

A That's correct. 

Q Now, this may be the TV in me coming out. I'm 

told I watch Law and Order too much, but when you 
needed to find GP, was there anything that 
precluded you from putting a message to the Patrol 
Division that's on the street every day, 24 hours 
a day, that said "be on the lookout for GP"? 

A That could have been done, yes. I don't know if I 
did do it or not. 

Q Do you have any indication in your notes to 
suggest that you did it? 

A No, I don't. 

Q Do you have any memory that you did it? 

A No, I don't, ma'am. 

Q Okay. More importantly in terms of your 

assessment of locating GP, you -- I suggest to you 
that you were aware that GP was of an age in his 
life, as were Eddie Rushton and Jason Roy and the 
others, that, as you said in your interview with 
Mr. Martell last August, earlier August, that 
these guys moved around a lot; you couldn't depend 
on them being at a fixed address? 

A I don't recall saying that to Mr. Martell but — 

Q Mr. Curtis went over with you this morning where 
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you referred to a gang or a crew — no, sorry, it 
was the crew you used, and they tend to vary their 
addresses a lot. You seemed to suggest that these 
guys were a bit mobile. 

A I don't recall saying that, ma'am, but — 

Q Back then, did you take any steps to find out if 

maybe the reason you couldn't get GP was because 
he was no longer at that address? 

A I'm not sure where I got his address from. I may 
have got it from the local files — 

Q M' hm. 

A — within the police department. 

Q Did you take any steps to verify whether you even 
in fact had a correct address? 

A I don't know, ma'am, if I did or not. 

Q Okay. Did you take any steps to locate Petrina 

Starblanket — 

A It was my — 

Q — whose name showed up in the Crime Stoppers tip, 
when you couldn't get anybody at GP's last known 
address? 

A It was my understanding that she lived in Regina. 

Q And — 

A And I wasn't able to contact her. I believe I 

indicated that in the report. 
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Q What steps did you take to try to — 

A I don't recall, ma'am. 

Q Did you talk to the social workers, the youth 

court workers? GP had a warrant out for him. He 
was on probation. Did you go to anybody and ask 
them to help you run this guy down? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q And you didn't put a note on your file to say, 
"Whenever he's located, I want to talk to this 
guy"? 

A No. 

Q Didn't do that, eh? Okay. Sir, was there any 

reason that you can think of now why you wouldn't 
have done it, other than you talked to the 
pathologist and he said no obvious signs of foul 
play, so you concluded GP didn't beat him up? 

A I can't think of any reason right now, no, ma'am. 

Q Would you agree with me, as a senior police 

officer, knowledgeable in the law, that if GP had 
done no more than hustle him into his car and take 
him out and leave him in that field and caused him 
to freeze to death, that that could have in fact 
been a culpable homicide? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you not — 
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1 A I would agree with you. 

2 Q Did you not consider that part of your 

3 investigative duty was to rule out whether or not 

4 GP had contributed to the death of Neil 

5 Stonechild, given all of the information that was 

6 coming at you? 

7 A Only by the efforts that I made to contact Mr. P 

8 and was unsuccessful in doing so. 

9 MS. KNOX: Mr. Commissioner, it's 5 o'clock 

10 and I think this is the appropriate time for me to 

11 break as I expect you'll all be grateful for. 

12 THE COMMISSIONER: Very well, we'll adjourn then. 


13 (PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 5:00 P.M.) 



